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ELIGION ſuppoſes Reaſon, al 
Revelation addreſſes itſelf to ra- 
tional Beings, requiring not only a rea- 
ſonable Service, but a reaſonable Faith 
too. The Practice of the Chriſtian Pre- 
cepts will promote Habits condueive to 
our higheſt Happineſs; and the Belief of 
the Chriſtian Boctrines would furniſh 
our Minds with an invaluable Freafure | 
of uſeful Knowledge. 
Real Knowledge is colndliujjibage by 
ſuch Propoſitions as convey Ideas, il 
lay a foundation for a rational Afent. 
Undoubtedly, where there is no Idea, 
there can be no Aſent; becauſe afſenting 
to nothing is the very ſame with not 
afenting. We aſſent as far as our La 
reach, for we can do no more: We be- 
lieve in part, what is revealed in part; 
our Faith keeping pace with our Ideas, | 
and ending where they end. 
3 „„ a IDs 3 
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There is to be ſure a manifeſt Diſſe- 
| rence between aſſenting to this general 
| 


| Propoſition, God ſpeaks 4 Truth, and 
giving an Aſſent to that determinate | 
Truth, which God ſpeaks. May not a 
Man affix Ideas to the ſeveral Terms of 
A Propoſition, and yet have no Idea of 
what is aſſerted in that Propoſition ? In 
- which caſe he can give no Aﬀent to it, 
more than this; That it is true in ſome 
Senſe or other, or that ſomething ſhould 
be believed, if he underſtood what; 
-which is not afſenting to that Propoſition, 
but to another; namely, that whatever 
Scripture afſerts is true, or the like. 
Are there none among us Chriſtians, 
ho, out of a miſguided Zeal for God 
and his Revelation, mightily decry the 
+ Uſe of Reaſon in Religion, as not being 
its proper Province? Nay, are there none 
who ſeem to glory in putting their Rea- 
| . fon to the ſtretch, and who labour to 
raiſe themſelves to ſuch a pitch of Faith, 
as to make the Incredibility of a Doc- 
-,trine the very ground of their believing 
it? I don't ſo much wonder at this Con- 
duct in the common People, the wil 
Flebecula— quæ guicguid non intelligit, plus 
7 | miratur. 
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minatur. But tis really aſtoniſhing to 
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The PREFACE. 1 


fd learned Men guilty of this Affecta- 
tion of advancing F aith on the Ruins 
of common Senſe. 7 
Reaſon is the inſeparable as well as 
peculiar Glory of a reaſonable Being, and 
was not deſigned, like our Cloaths, to 
be put on and off as Occaſion requires; 
but was intended for our perpetual Uſe. 
And that we may uſe our Reaſon in re- 
ligious as well as civil Matters, is as 
evident, as that a rational Being ſhould 
always act reaſonably ; and © conſe- 
quence, not only in civil Affairs, which 
are of leſs Importance; but more eſpe- 
cially in religious Concerns, which are 
of infinitely greater Moment. 
I kallow the Deference that Reaſon 
owes to Revelation. Vbere God doth in- : 
terpoſe a definitrve Sentence, our Resin 
* nothing to do but to attend and ſubmit ;. 
no Right to vote, no Licence to debate vat} | 
Matter ; its Duty is to liften, and approve '\ 
whatever God ſpeaketh, to read and 
ſeribe to whatever he writetbz. . | 
But notwithſtanding this Concefon, | 
ſurely Reaſon acts in Character, when it 
humbly endeayours to find out God's 
N A 3 as! Mind 


| i The PREFACE, | 
. Mind expreſs d in Scripture Words, and 
| examines human Forms of N 
facred ones, which are the proper Te 
and Standard of revealed Truth. | 
This Diſcourſe is called an Eh, Ce. 
becauſe, ſhould it be thought by judici- 
| ous Perſons to fall ſhort of a frrictly 
ll Mathematical Demonſtration, I hope it 
has ſo- much the Air of one as to bid 
fair for it, and to deſerve the Title of an 
" Effay towards it, as carrying in it the 
force of a ſolid Proof. And there is 
ſometimes in Moral Probabilities, an ir- 
reſiſtable Strength, little ſhort of the 
ſtricteſt Demonſtration. There are many | 
Things not capable of ſtrict Demonſtra- | 
tion, and yet ſo evident and undoubted, 
that a Man would forfeit the very Cha- 


racter of Sobriety and common Senſe, 


that ſhould ſeriouſly make the leaſt 
"Queſtion of them. I won't ſay this 
Proof ariſes to fuch a pitch, as to bear 
me out in calling in Queſtion the Un- 
derſtanding of my Readers, who cannot 
ſee: the Force of it, the very Thought 
Would be top afluming. 8 
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The PREFACE i 
\ Beſides, as every Parent is apt to be 
repoſſeſs d in Favour of his own; Off- 

og whatever my own Opinion of 
this Performance may be, I would not 
tically ſtile it a : R Demonſtra- 
fron, till it has paſſed the Verdict of many 
more competent Judges than myſelf; 
more competent, I ſay, as being Maſters 
of ſuperior Senſe, and under leſs danger 
of a Bias in its favour. ; 

By Demonſtration I mean, a Chain of 
clear Reaſoning, beginning from ſome. 
plain and undoubted Axiom, or Axioms, 
and regularly deſcending by neceſſary 
Deductions, or cloſe Coed of Ideas, 
till we come at our Concluſions . 
The Force of ſuch a Demonſtration is 
almoſt irrefiſtable ; for it it very certam 


WM that neither Scripture nor Fathers can 


= force to, if concurring ; nor, if re- 
„Ze able to fland againſt, clear ana 
— Demonſtration. Waterland. | 

As for the Word Trinity, I am not 
fond of it, becauſe it is an unſcriptural 
one; and, as far as I know, unknown to 
the Church for near 200 Vears. It can- 


not be proved that any Writer before 


5 * Antiochenus en A. D. 180) 
ex Pan 


| wii The PREFACE 
_expreſsly gives the Father, Son, and 
| Holy Spirit the Name of Trinity. How- 
ever, ſince the Chriſtian Church has 
deen in poſſeſſion of the Word ever ſince, 
I donꝭt reject it; eſpecially as no Objec- 
tion can be raiſed againſt it, from its 
Obſcurity: for, as Arehbiſhop Tillogſon 
i days, @ Trinity it nothing but Three of any 
| Thing [Vol. 1, Serm. 48. p.-493-] 80 
a Trinity of Perſons is no more than 
three Perſons. And he Trinity ſignifies 
| the three Perſons. - b tn K 
The Reader will ſee I have kept cloſe 
to my Subject and avoided all Harangues 
or Addreſſes to the Paſſions of thoſe that 
differ from me. I have not run from 
the Point in queſtion, ſcreening myſelf 
*under general and ambiguous Terms, in- 
ſinuating what I will not ſay, and ſaying 
phat I cannot prove. But have propo- 
fed my Arguments in their native Force, 
and am heartily deſirous, others, who are 
differently minded, would take the ſame 
open Method to promote their own Sen- 
timents. It is ungenerous and mean in 
any Cauſe (in this, it is impious) not to 
» ſuffer all that can juſtly be pleaded 2 


The PRE FA Cc 8. * 


the oppoſite Side to appear in its Full 
eo and Strength. 1114 I vgR Id beef N 
Ain het ind Terhi e 
Siena bears me witneſs, that .I hang 
proceeded always with this .Confideras | 
tion, that I am to give a moſt ſtrict 
Account of every Line, and Word, that 
paſſeth under my Pen: and therefore 
ve been preciſely careful for the Mat- 
ter of my Book to defend -Fruth only, 
and only by Truth. 

A Man that has en Blood in 
Cont» overfy (as Archbiſhop 'Tillotſon- ex- 
preſſes it) is ſeldom known ever perſectiy 


to recover his own good Temper after- 


wards. I hope I am duly nfble of the 
Danger, and have been ſufficiently upen 
my guard, endeavouring to promote che 


Truth with . a; Chriſtian Temper, 1 


would punctually obſerve the Golden Rule 
in my Conduct towards my Chriſtian 
Brethren, whoſe. involuntary . Errors 1 
look on rather as their Misfortune than 
their Crime: and therefore think it my 
Duty, rather to pity and pray for them as 
miſled into Error, than cenſure and con- 
deinn them as Oey. 5 from. 
the Truth. | 


2 To 4 + 


1 
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Mat bleſſed Plate, where all thofe Con- 
E | Xroverfies in Religio 
Rhotly agitated, will be finally deter- 
|. mined not as we endeavour to end 
them How; by Canons and Decreas;; but 


— Keckbidng Tallotyjen, 


] to charge 

0 dete « Propoſition, which. they fee 
- to he abſurd in itſelf; or derogatory from 
the Honour of the Father in its'Conſe- 


and Father; Neither do I doubt, but 


e 5 R 1 21 6 E. 
Ee conclude, I would not be WY 


ſiood by vn roars. ſaidinthis Diſcourle, 
Trinitarians with profeſſing 


quences, No, Iam perſuaded an ardent 
Love to their dying Redeemer puts many 
* them on advancing him to un Equa- 
lity wich the Peerleſs Majeſty of his God 


their grateful Piety to their Saviour will 
be rewarded with the diſcovery of many 
important Truths, when arrive at 


n, which are now 


perfect Knowledge and oonvi 


nc ing 
Vol. J. 
Germ. VIII. p: 82 There they ſhall be 


Waught (perhaps by Cune thinifell, 
whom 1 what” is the Honour 


'Teſpe&ively due to the Pacha org 9h 
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200 ſome other Poetical Pieces; alſo Dr, 
jep 
l ae and publiſhed two Vo- 


"HE Author of the FORE 88 
was Dr. Daniel Scart, of ſe. SDN it 
may be proper to give a ſhort Account. 
His Father was an eminent Merchant in 


London. By his firſt Wife he had a 0 5 F 


viz. Mr. T, | Scott, a Diſſentin 
niſter at Norwich, who publiſhed Win 
occaſional : 3 He had, Fa 
other Children, two Sons of conſidera "1 
Note in the learned World, viz. Mr. 
Thomas Scott, a Diſſenting Miniſter at 
Ipfwich, Author of a Poetical Version : 
of the Book of Job, with critical Notes, | 


Nico Scott, who was firſt a Diſe 


lumes 


1 N ON 
lumes' of Sermons ; he n 
| tiſed Phyſe in London, and was _ 
U known” by the Hand he had in ſeveral 
ingenious and uſeful Publications. Our 
Author was the Son of the abovemen- 
tioned Mr. Scott, of London, by a ſecond 
Wife. He was intended for he Miniſtry, 
and was ſeveral Years a Pupil under Mr. 
| Samuel Jones, an eminent Tutor at 
| Tewkſbury, in Ghuceſterſbire. After he 
{ had finiſhed his Courſe of Academical 
Learnin g. at Tewkſbury, he remov'd * 
Melt, in” Holland, and purſued 
Studies there with indefatigable Z 
5 There he Was honoured ihe the par 
[ | ticufar ee bh of the learned Profeſ- 


| e 1 9 Mer K enter- 

ing oo the Miniſtry, though he was 

I emimently qualified for it, To only by 
bis great and almoſt une quaP'd Learning, 
but by his fervent —_ ſignal ge nthe= 
neſs <1 tenderneſs 8 pirit, a 
|» folicitous Concern to do 88 to his 
Fellow-Chriſtianz-. While he was at 
Utrecht, he ſaw Reaſon to alter his Sen- 
| timents concerning the Suti — 


( 13 » EM e 
if Buptifin; and thought it his Duty 10 
join himſelf to a Church of Mennonites, 
or Baptiſts, in that City. But. he always 
N and manifeſted a moſt Catholic 
and benevolent Spirit, and joined in 
Communion with Chiriſtian-Churches of 
other Denominations, as he had Oppor- 
tunit. 

VUpon his return to England, he b ted 
| in. Londen, or Colcheſter, and devoted his 
Time and Abilities to publiſh various 
learned and uſeful Treatiſes. All who. 
intimately knew him (and he was known 

to many) could not but be ſenfible that 


be was a Perſon of the greateſt Eearningy 


critical Acumen and exactneſs, of the 
moſt gentle obliging Behaviour, and, 
which was ſtill more to his Honor, of 
the moſt eminent Piety and Deuſe 
Integrity and Benevolence. THR ys 
An ill State of Health, the wen | 
a too cloſe Application to Study red 
= an Avocation from it, and obige! him 
for ſeveial of the laſt Years of his Liſe, 
do ſpend Months in travelling and re- 
ſiding in different Parts of the Kingdom, 
Where he could meet with agreeabie 
1 ge and Pn. k- here was 


1 * 
9 { - 


„ * 14 * ; 
no Perſon for whom he had. 2 ip SW 
= Eſteemand Aﬀe@tion! than Dr, Doddridge, 
'% and that Author's, Treatiſe onthe. Re 
WW and Progreſs of Religion, was His conſtant 
travelling Companion,” Except in that 
dne Foint; to which the following Treas 
tile refers, he nearly agreed in his Senti- 
ments of the Doctrines of the Golpel, 
chat pious and excellent Writer, 
o in ſeveral Notes in his Fomily- 
W Expo/tor, calls him the earned, i ingenious, 
and accurate Dr. D. Scott, and 
eaeahis Friendſhipone of the greateſt 
of his Life. Dr. Scott's great 
ad Benevolence led him to 575 
= peculiar. Notice of Young, Men. He 
boured to ſorm them to a Taſte for 
 xcading and Knowledge, and aboye all, to 
& cheriſh in them a ſerious, devout, humble 
and candid Spirit; he never converſed 
With them upon any of his particular 
-Sentiments, or appeared ſolicitous to 
make Proſelytes to theſe, but directed his 
{ friendly Endeavours to promote Wiſdom 
and ein their Hearts, and his Lar 
Hours of Love were not in vain, I =þ 
k. gxverenced and loved him as a : Fathe 
| * * that fycetnels of. Temper, 


"4b 


Ry » 


—— — — — 


of 
N 18 N 
= n 


- x, . b 


©. C C 
iy 


* rs 14 

and paternal „ . 
and Affection, with which hie treated 
them. Me continued ſingle, and die 
ſuddenly” it a Retirement near TS 
March 29, 1 59. . 5 ( Ao „ 
Dr. Scott, 12 the Year 1741, „ubliche 
a New Verfiott of St. Matthew's G 
with critical Notes and an Examination 
of Dr. Milluis various Readings, a moſt 
learned and accurate Performance]! He 
likewiſe publiſhed 1745, an Ap pendler in 
H. Stephens Greek Lexicon, in Fwo Vo- 
lumes Folio, where his amasing Miß 
gence, critical Skill and Preciſion, is 
more fully diſplayed. He dedicated 
thoſe: Volumes to Archbiſhop: Secſter, 
and Biſhop Butler. Theſe. . Pre- 
lates had been his Fellow-Pupils at 
N , and honoured him with their 
Eſteem, F riendſhip and Correſpondence. 
But many of his Friends, and the Friends 
of ſacred Literature regretted, that, by 
their Perſuaſion, he was engaged in this, 
Work. For his cloſe lication to it 
For many Years. broke his Health and! 
Spirits, ad probably ſhortened his uſeful 

Lies bot to add, eee 
Hundred Pounds by 064 Publi- 
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vation. He intended to have dawn op 
bh ann a large Lexicon for the 
IF Greek Teſtament; (upon a Plan reſeni- 
bling Paſor's) with Remarks on the Uſe . 

| of the Words, and Muſtrations of them 
from the Greet Writers, in the Manner of 
thoſe-in his Verſion of St. Matthew's Gof- 
pel; he had gone through the four firſt 
Letters of the Greet Alphabet, but was 
over-perſuaded by his Eonifieed Friends 
to draw up his Appendix inſtead of the 
Lexicon. The latter would have been a 
much more acceptable and uſeful Work, 
id be often regretted his e to 
{! Weir Perſuaſions. ä 
His Eſſay towards W of 
mae Seripture-Prinity was firſt publiſhed 
. 17240r 1725. The anonymous 
5 es was known by few; and it was 
WE -penerally aſcribed to the Reverend and 
Learned Mr. James Pierce of Exeter, 
i whoſe Sentiments on that Point, and his 
eritical Skill were then well known. 
. The firſt Edition of this Work was ſo 
ppeedily diſpoſed of, that the Author was 
much ſurpriz'd at ſo unexpected an 
Event, conſidering how obnoxious it 
m_ be "Re to have been wel 
4 427 og W * 


—— — 0 a * 
— MM. — — C _— : 
4 — bf — 
— — — 
— — — —.— „ 
— a 


1.F6ꝶ6»v —M— —R 
7 = 0 * — 
- 


0 
| 
l 
of 
{ 
1 
11 


A 
L 


© 
- 


Ta) 


who. are jealous; for the eſtabliſhed,' of | 
generally. received + ormularies N tat 
Point. | 
But he om fad ſufficient W 
to convince him that the Edition Was 
bought up, and ſuppreſſed by an eminent 
Prelate, Br. Edmund Gen, who for 
Reaſons, which may cafily be gueſs d at, 
thought this a 2 Way to prevent 
the 3 of what he eſteemed Error, 
| than to attempt to confute the Reaſon- 
ing of the Book itſelf. | 
A ſecond Edition, with ſome Enlarge- 
ments, was publiſhed in the Year 1738, 
even then it was ſo hard to be procured, 
that the Author and his particular 
Friends had ſome Grounds for Suſpicion, 
if not certain Evidence, that diſhonours: 
ble Methods were taken, to prevent the 
Knowledge and ſpread of that Edition. 
1 is apprehended that every impartial 
8 Reader of it muſt allow, that his Method 
of ſtating this Doctrine is clear, ſimple, 
and honeſt. He defines his Terms with 
Preciſion and Accuracy, and doth not | 
_ amule or deceive his Readers with Words: | 
Without Meaning, or vague and Nee 
ON He —— Sep by Son: | 
46 8 
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(8) 
his Concluſion, fo that no unprejudiced 
| Reader can reaſonably object to his Me- 
choc, or fail to ſee that there is at leaſt 
ſome probable Grbund to conelude, that 
Eis Corollaries and Coriſequences are fla 
 foral, Juſt and ſeriptural. 
This Eſſay is an admirable Model Ki 
Sole who may engage in writing upon 
the” moſt important Points, which are 


j appears through e whole an uncom- 


mon Spirit of Candour, Humility, and 


Teſpect for the Learned, from whom he 
W differs, and whoſe Miſtakes and falſe 
wy Reaſonings he thought it his Duty tb 
1 t out. He diſcovers a truly amrable 
h And Chriſtian Spirit, and ſhews that the 


* of the meek and benevolent | 
eſis was not Toft in the Difpnter'of | 


this World. The Author was d 
that this Effay ſhould be more exte 


[ ; Hyely uſeful than it was adapted *to be N 
i its original Form; on Account of the | 
Learned Quotations and remarks. with | 


= which it-abounded, He therefore went 
= over it with the Writer of this Account 
W whom he honour'd with his Friendſhi 5 
aud thoſe Paſſages are marked which Ke 


controverted amon Chriſtians. T here 


thou ght 
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Intention will be anſwered. 


0 : N 


>) 


thought it proper to omit in another 


Edition: It is not worth troubling the 


It is recommended to the unprejuced 


W them that the Author's Reaſoning is 
W juſt and agreeable to the Scripture Stan- 
dard. But it is hoped that it may abate 


the Confidence of ſome in their Aſſerti- 
ons concerning this Doctrine, and the 
ignorant, unchriſtian and heterodox Seye- 
rity, with which others Cenſure their 


ciftering Brethren ; and that it may 
| diſpoſe other Readers to continue and 
improve in their Candour and Indul- 


gence to all who may be of the Author's 
Sentiments: in this view the Publiſher's 


Reader with the Reaſons Why it hath 
been ſo long delayed, it ſeem'd ſeaſonable 
to publiſh it now, as the Controverfy 
hath lately been renewed by the Publi- 
cations of Mr. Lindſay and others. In 
this Edition, thoſe Parts only are retain' d 
which the Author ſuppoſed: the Genera- 
lity of Readers capable of Underſtanding. 


and ſerious Peruſal of thoſe who are 
deſirous to know the Truth, as it is in 
W /e/us. It may not perhaps convince 


[ 


| 
4; "me 
Though ; 


ee 

Though this Eſſay hath not ks 
Vun entirely into 5 Author's Senti- 
ments, yet it hath increaſed his Eſteem 
and Affection for all pious and charitable 
Chriſtians, whatever may be their dif- 
ferent Sentiments concerning the impor- 
tant Doctrine. He wiſhes and prays that 
It may have the fame good Effe er in all 
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ns adds; WE. 
ceo. 


three Perſons as more im- 


1 im portant Affair of our Sal- 
vation. — They are ſtiled 
je b Gard Writers, the F ather, the £3 
rand the Holy Spirit. Mat. xxviil. 19. 
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mediately concern d in * 18 


| 
That 


22 ws 4 Demonſtratiin of : * : l 


That proper "Godhead is S to 
be found among the Sacred Three is al- 
lowed by all Chriſtians; but whether 
it is peculiar to One of the Perſons, or 
common to All of them, is Matter of il 
Debate. — My Deſign being to preſent 
the Reader with the Scripture-Dofrine 
of the Trinity, I ſhall. endeavour to prove 
from Holy Writ, that The Father, the 
Son, and the Holy Spirit are three diſtinct 4 
Perſons, of which the Pather only 79 
property and firiftly G. 1 
But before I proceed to the Proof, 
give me leave to premiſe a few Deſniti- 
* ons and Axiom, that : ſo the principal 
Terms I make uſe of may be rightly if 
Wo underſtood, and the chief Principles I go 9 
1 upon may be clearly aſcertained. I 


DEFINITION 1 | 
By the Word God, I mean 4 Sir 


1 Nd of all poſſible Perfettions. 1 
4 
1 


By à Perfection, I mean ſuch a ( Quality 
1 as renders a Being, poſſeſſed of 1 it, more 
cCompleat, excellent, or uſeful, than it 
- would be without it. — Or in other 
Words, 4 Perfection is that Which renders | 
ay one the dit: of a reaſonable ee | 
1 122 


4 


"7be SERIPTURE-TRINITY. | AF. 


nd Love, and furniſhes him with a Ca- 
acity of Happineſs and Uſefulneſs. 
Now .I ihe no ſuch Perfections are: 
ranting in God; for He poſſeſſes all of + 
Mem, and where they are capable of 
Pegrees, He enjoys them in the higheſt * 
dſlible Degree. This I add, HE @. | 
Degree of Perfection, compared with 
he lnitely greater, vaniſhes and loſes 
Name; and ſhould it be juſtly aſerib d 
God, would argue him imperfect, and 
pnſequently. not God. For the moſt 
ſential Notion men have of God i is. 4 
at He is a Being abſolutely perfect, that 
as perfect as is poſſible. 1 
Prom the foregoing Definition we may 
aw the following Corollaries or Infe- 
Inces. | 
WH Conor. 1. If God be poſſeſſed of all 
Ertections, He is Self-exiſtent. 2] 
To be Self-exiftent is to exiſt att [A 
Wy, independently and eternally. _ 5 
A neceſſary, independent Being is pro- 
Wrly what we term Unoriginate. He 
it Perefore that objects againſt this Corol - 
=, muſt. deny that God is eternal; 
f dd aſſert, that He is a derived Being; 
maintain, that 4 is not more excel 
e be Unoriginate and without Be- 


* 
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= concile their particular Schemes, to this 


115 Univerſe. 


1 R 9 Demantratis 4 ; mY 
inning, EY to be Derived, tan 90 a 
limited Duration. —If God: be Self-ex- 
tent, all his Perfections: muſt be as ab- 
"folutely underived as his Exiſtence. For 
as the Exiſtence ſo muſt the Perfections 
be. — Self-exiſtence can never ſignify 
4 Thing's bringing itſelf into Being; for Wl 
"that would imply Exiſtence before. bY 
/ "was Juppoſed to exiſt. » —_—_ 
Cool r. II. From the Sette Per- 
fection of the Deity, or God, follows 
His Simplicity, or perfet# Freedom from q 
' any Manner of Composition. : 
Ibis Perfection of Simplicity is an. 
ed by all Chriſtians in the general; but 
the thinking Men of each Party would [ 
do well to confider, how they can re- 


unconteſted Attribute of the Deity. / 
Coo. III. Since God is abſolute- 
perfect, he i is the Fan Cauſe of the 


The AY THR is evident, if il 
be a greater Perfection to be the firſ 
than to be a Second Cauſe. Since 
_ there can poſſibly be but one Fir 
| Cauſe when any other Being is repre- 
ſented in Scripture, as the Author 0 
* of the Univerſe, He can be but 


a © 
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the” SCRIPTUR W Tämtrr. 3 
=” Techndary Author or Cauſe of all 
hings ; © whilſt the incommunicable 
onour of being the "firſt Cauſe or ori- 
Win Author is feſerved to God only.” 
Conor. IV. If God be poſſeſſed of 
l che higheſt poſſible Perfections, Hfe 
Ws the Univerſal and Supreme Governor. 
tif God be the Original Author of 4 
Wreaſonable Beings, his Dominion muſt 
Wriceds be as extenſive as that Exiſtence” 


WII rle communicated to them; that 1s, it 
omi muſt be Univerſal, and no one Perſon 
aan be exempted from his Juriſdiction. 
1 WSince the divine Government is Uni- 
uti 


Wvcrfal, every other Being is ſubject to its 
Authority; therefore no one can be 
Cos ordinate, or equal, with God, in the” 
Government of the Univerſe; for fuck” 
a Being would be an Exception to, ad 


the the Divine Sway. 7 Hence God is a g = 


preme as well as Univerſal Ruler; confe=: 
quently, whatever other Being, ſpoken. 

of in Scripture as having Authority oer 
the Univerſe, can be only a Subordinate | 


Ruler. Co-ordination ns as really | 


re incompatible" with abſolute Suprematy, | 
0 as Subordination." LINE < 3.3 Ai 2 N A ö 
bu 3 donn 

la * 


|. 26. , een "2 
Conor. V. All Inferiority 16. incon- 
ſiſtent with ſtrict and proper Godhead 
The Reaſon is, becauſe eve Inferior 
wants that Perſection, or — . — 
een. which conſtitutes ano me 
Superior. But God poſſeſſes every Per- 
f jon in the highe 4 Degree. Hence 


whoever ſhall be pL 4 in any reſpect 
maferior to another, cannot be allowed 
to. be God; becauſe God muſt needs be 
ſuperior to All i in every valuable wack] 
lification. | Z 
Conor L. VI. If God's Perfection, are 
the higheſt e both in Kind and 


Degree; it ws, that the Honour we 


boy Hp muſt. be. the higheſt pointe 1 


W too. For Honour bears proportion to | 


the intrinſic Excellency of che Object or | 


8 Ground of it. 
To whomſoever therefore we juſt 
pay inferior Honour, that Perſon cannot 


Þ 


properly. be God; for inferior Honour 


| \\f implies inferior Perfections, and inferior 


Perfections are not the higheſt poſſible. 
Hitherto the word God has been uſed 
in the ſtrict and proper Senſe, to denote 
the Alle perfect Spirit, the Fin Cauſe, and 
__— Governor. Woh it muſt be 
| 8 
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more laxly, and applies it to other Beings 
on account of ſomewhat in which they 
of Neſemble the Divine Being. —80 Angels 
7 er Magiſtrates, Pſ. Ixxxii. 1, 6, 7, 
ohn x. 34. — and even Heatoen Le 


Wer. x. 11, 1 Cor. viii. 5. 


A Perſon is an intelligent Agent, or 
n intelligent active Being, or (according 


Te cg 7 5 


re o Dr. Vaterland an intelligent Agent, 
1d having the CNN Characters of 1. 
ve Thou, He. 


Pided into Matter and Spirit. Matter is 
Allowed to be unintelligent and inactive; 
r follows therefore that weng Run. 7 a 
$5: :7. 
3 1 I. Since one Underſtandag 
ne Will conſtitute one Perſon, three 
nderſtandings and three Wis Conſfie 
ute three Perſons. 

lf therefore the Father, the * bd 
he Hoy Spirit, ſhall hereafter be proved 
co have each of them an Underſtanding 
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granted the Scripture uſes it ſometimes ; 


ire called Gods. P/ xcvii. 7, Hebr. i. 


DEFINITION, II. Ry 


All Beings that we know of as 3 | 


xd Wal diftinet from the other T'wo, i | 
will 


28 I Domotrathn'of. © 
1 follow a they are three Perſons, in te 
Senſe of this Definition. 
Cor. II. Since every Spirit has an 
| Underſtanding and Will, and fince. * 
diſtinguiſhing Characteriſtics of a P 
are Underſtanding and Will too; it K. 
lows that every Spirit is a Perſon, as we 
before found that every Perſon is a Spirit. 
Cox. III. If God be a Spirit, He i is 
a Perſon. 4 
Con. IV. From the Simplicity of God f 
& 


it it follows, that He is but one Perſon. i 
For if God be three intelligent Agents, 

as He certainly 4s, if each divine Perſon | A 
be an individual Intelligent Agent, He 
muſt be a compounded Being; unleſs a 
© Compoſitum-of three Perſons be as fim- i 
ple as any one of its Conſtituents, each 
of which is 8 to be a Perſon, or | 
intelligent A 15 5 
N E F N ITION I. 1 
A Man is a Body, of ſuch a desermi: YZ 
date Shape as we commonly call af 
Human Body, animated by a Spirit. 
Man is uſually defined a rational Ani- 

2 2 But it may be much better to de- 
fine him à Spirit united to an Animal of i 
duch a Shape, or an Animal fcb a pe- 
e, . Whited #0 4 «as or 4 
* Ban 
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.— Bring compoſed of ſuch an Animal and a 
g 2 F ling | Vai, ras P. 1. ch. 6. F. 6. 
the Cox. I. Since a Man is a Compound 
„f Body and Spirit; and ſince every 
01. bpirit is a Perſon, it follows, that a Man 
- we ay be called a Perſon, with reſpect to 
Wis animating Spirit. The Body indeed, 
eing unintelligent and inactive, cannot. 
operly come into the Idea of a Perſon, 


God | hough it be a Conſtituent of that Com- 
; 


 WSofitum we commonly call a Man. 
Con. II. Hence ſhoald an Angel ani- 
"” Waite a human Body, he might properly 
1 e ſaid to become a Man. — See Gen... 
viii. 2, 22. xix. 1, 10. compated with 
Cox. III. Hence our bleſſed Lord was 
real Man, on ſuppoſition of his Body's; 
Peing animated by the Logos (or Word) 
8 immediate Former of all. Things, 
ohn i. 1. "1-129 
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1 2 Propoſitions, evidently deducible from 
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Axion I. There is but one God. 
This is the united Voice of Reofon a and 
of Revelation, 1 Tim. ii. 5. 1 Cor. viii. 4, 6. 

Cor. I. If there be but one God, 
there is but one ſelf-exiſtent Being; | 
E conſequently every other Being deere Y 

all it is and has from God. 1 
"Cox. II. All Derivation of Exiſtence 2A 
is inconſiſtent with Godhead. For God 
alone is ſelf-exiſtent; conſequently no 
derived Perſon can be God; becauſe hecan- 
not be both derived and underivedat once. 4 
Since Creation implies Derivation MN 
re it follows that a created Be- 
ing cannot be God. Since Generation z 
plies Derivation of Exiſtence; a be. 
Betten Being cannot be Gd. 

» Cor. III. Every Perfection of a ale ; 
\ (Ping muſt be derived as well as its q 
Exiſtence. For without doubt the Attri-M 
butes are derivative in the ſame Senſe, 2 
the Eſſence is. I add, every derived Per- 
g or Attribute, argues a derivation 
of Exiſtence ; for derived Attributes infer 
* a derivative Perſon; juſt as underived one: 
Sad a aa. one. 6 11 then I 1 | 
| 0 9 j 


— 
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with r. to any particular Perſon, that 
any one of his Pars are derived, I may 
ſafely conclude him to be a derivative 
Being; and by conſequence all the reſt 
of his Powers to be derived to. 
= Cox. IV. The Divine Supremacy fol- 
Slows from the Unity, as well as from the 
aſalute Perfection of the Deity. > © 
= For ſuppoſe two Co-ordinate Suprtiti , 
Governors, by Def” I. Cor. IV. They 
= muſt be two Gods, and yet by Ax. I. 
chere is but one God; conſequently one 

of the /ppoſed Co-ordinates muſt be not - 


WF Co-ordinate, but Subordinate. 


Ax10M II. The one God, proper ly. 
ſpeaking, is either, All three 9 


„Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, taken 


together; or One only of thoſe Perſons 
fingly conſidered.—Or, in other Words, 
The one God is Father, and Son, Prey | 
itz Holy Spirit; or elfe, The one God is 
Father, or Son, or Holy Spirit. eng 
Axon III. The Scripture explaijed 
by itſelf and by right Reaſon, Ma 
only Standard or Rufe of Faith in 
ters of pure Revelation. 
God in giving Revelation fv 
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1 "Men to have the Uſe of wen N, 
and 
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Temper of a Learner, to inform bis 


01 

4 L e wt - 
and requires them to exereiſe it in ex- 

plaining the ſacred Writings, as well as 
in proving their Divine Authority. — It is 

Reaſon the Apoſtle appeals to, 1 Cor. x. 

. Judge ye what I Jay. — But then Wl 
Reaſon is not the only help we arc 

"favoured. with in finding out the Senſe i 
of Revelation, for Scripture muſt . be 1 

compared witH, and often explained by W 
itſelf ; and to this Teſt muſt every Pro- | 
— be brought, Which contains a 
Matter confeſſedly of pure Revelation. L 
he Bereans. are applauded by, the 

"oy as. Perſons of;a Generoſit af 
pirit ſuperior to their N eighbouis of 

7 beflalonica,. for thus bringing his own | 

"Diſcourſes. to the Teſt. of Sacred Writ. 

Ack xvii. 11.— In explaining a e 1 

Text, regard muſt. be had, both to the 

— or Perfon ſpoken of, and alſo to | 
the Context, and the whole of Scripture, 
ſo that nothing ought to be predicated 
of any Perſon inconſiſtent with the reſt 4 
of his Character; or one Text muſt net 

be made to contradi& many.—A bumble 
Chriſtian will come to his Bible with the 


| aus and ma not bring his =: 
OO E 7 
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the SCRIPTURE>TRINITY. 33. 
heſis with him to interpret Scripture / 
by; for by ſo doing, inſtead of making, 
he facred Writings the Rule of his 
Faith, he makes his own pre- conceived 
Notions the Rule of explaining them. 
WT his is running directly counter to God's 
racious Deſign in favouring us with that 
leſſed Book, which is to. inform qur 
udgments, and mend our Hearts, but 
not to ſtrengthen our Prepoſſeſſions. 
= Axiom IV. When the Signification or 
Menotation of a Word or Phraſe is 


— 5 
1 1 „ 


1 aetermined in any particular Text, We 
o! Sought to keep to that Signification or 


Denotation, unleſs forced, by the.nature- 
of the Subject, or Context, to another... - 


it. Thus Knowledge denotes Perſonality” 
ar in ſome Caſes, therefore it muſt: be al- 

he $$ lowed to do fo in others, unleſs a manifelt 
to Reaſon to the contrary evidently appears, 


Jas, Job vii. 10. PF. ciii. 16. Mat. vi. 3. 


ed i The Pronouns, I, Thou, Me, My, &e. | 
lt Nexpreſs or imply one Per/on ;. therefore 
et We, Ye, They, Our, Your, imply are 7 
le 3 Perſons, John XIV... 23, 27. 1. ©, 
Je 1 Rom. x. 12, For the ſame Perſon is Lord 

26 
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| e V. An individual Perfection 


140 Ms... 01 them A is underived, the other B 


* * 
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cannot be predicated of two diſtinct Per- 
ſons, though they may each of them 
WW poſſeſs a Perfection of the lame Name, 
10 for > 1a WIspo M. 1 

iq A and B two diſtin Perſons; Y 


LW derived: The individual Wiſdom of 4 
 catnot be predicated of B; becauſe 4s 8 
Wiſdom is ae ves but B's derived, 
by Def. I. Cor. I. and Ax. I. Cor. III. 
Nov if A and B be both of them por: 
ſeſſed of the fame individual Wiſdom, it 
muſt be at once both derived and un- 
gerrved, which is abſurd to aſſert of the 
fame individual Perfection. — Again, 
Suppoſe A and B both derived Petfons, : 
T fay the Wiſdom of A is not. individually 
the fame with that of B: for the Wiſdom i 
of A may be deſtroyed, whilft that off 
B may remain in its full Vigor. Now 
the ſame Individual cannot be  defiroyed 
and yet be in full Vigor, that is, not de- 1 
yed, at one and the ſame Time. 

* Cor. I. If it be proved that A and BY 

| Hive a Perfection or Power of the ſame 
Name, e. g. Wispom, but that of A is 
underived, and that of B is derived 2 
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we be SCRIPTURES TRINITY. 3G”, 
r the ſame Reaſon if that of A be 
Wreater in Degree, and that of B be leſs; 
Wc may conclude, it is only the 292 
cciſical Perfection, which admits of dif- 
rent Prædicates and Degrees; and from 
Whence argue them diſtiné Perſons. 
Con II. If A and B be adiſtincb Per- 
Ins, they can never have the ſame 
Vamerical Perfections; though they may 
oſſeſs the ſame Speciſcal Ones. 
= Axiom VI. When a Perfection of 
me Name, e. g. HolINESss, 1s appro- 
Printed to A in one Text, and aſcribed to - 
in another; A muſt not be underſtood 
9 poſſefs it excluſive of B; but only 
Independently, or in a peculiarly high 
egree: or elſe the Word is uſed in FW 
enſes. WWW 
Thus Gad is (aid to be only Holy, Rev. 
v. 4 yet a Biſbep ſhould: be Hol, It: 
8.—80, though Cod be the only Maſter, © 
FH 7 ude ver. 4. yet human Servants have | 


we 


an ; 
in f 
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propria iated to God, Mat. iv. 10. vhs 
viii. 33 yet it is allowed. nay it is due 
to Men, Ex. xxi. 2, 6. Lev. xxv. 39, 
40 though forbid to Heathen FR. 
Deut. v. 9. XXvViii. 1. 
Axrom VII. An Action is ſaid to be 
performed by two Perſons, when the one 
does it by the Influence of, or by Abili- 
ty, or Commiſſion received from e 
other. by 
Thus we ſay, Sir Christo lber Wren 
built St. Paul's, thou gh the Under- 
Workmen laid the Materials together ; A 
that is, built it. It is enough that they, 
bach of them, contributed their reſpective 
Part to raife that noble Pie of Building. 
80 David made him Houſes, 1 Chr. xv. 
1. and Salomon made a Throne, 1 Kings 
x, 19. which they ordered others to do. 
When 7% pb is ſaid to be the Doer of 
Whatſoever the reſt of the Priſoners did, 
Gen. xxxix. 22; that Expreſſion can only 
reſpect the Influence he had over his 
” Fellow-Priſonets. | 
' Axiom VIII. Every Spirit that ani- 
mate a finite Body, muff — n 481 
_ or circumſcribed,” 


ny " 
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__ - tbe Semerrukz-TRINI TT. 7 
Con. I. Since every Man is made up 
of two finite Parts, Body and Soul, no 
Man can be God, becauſe he cannot be 

finite and infinite at once. 4 
Co. II. Since what was once infine 
or omnipreſent, cannot become finite on 
confined to any Part or Space, and there 
fore cannot animate. a Human Body, it 
is impoſſible for God to become a Man. 
The judicious Reader will apprehend. 
the Difference between animating a.Maſs 
of Matter, and acting upon it. My Soul 
may act upon a Ball, e. g. by putting it 
into Motion, ſtopping its Motion, G. 
which yet it does not animate, as it ay 
its own proper __ wb 


1 * 


PROPOSITIO Null | 
Woe Feſus Chrif wars real Mili | 


HIS is evident from the Teſti» | 
mony (1) of Himſelf, Job. viii. 40. 

Ye ſeek to kill me, a Man, who have by 
zou ibe Trutb. (a) of Jobn the Baptiſt, 
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38 eee by 
| Jabs i. 130. Thi ts He of ue hom 7 05 
after me comerb a Man wo is preferred 


| 
| 
| before me. (3) of the Officers, John vii. 
46. — Man ſpake hke this Man. (4) 
| 
| 


e the blind Man, Jobn ix. 11. A Man, 
ur i called Feſus made clay, &c. (5)'of i 
| the-incenſed Jews, Fobn x. 33. Becauſe 
bas thou, being a Man, makeſt thy/elf a 
God. (6) of the Damſel, Jobn xviii. 17. 
Art not thou alſo one of this Man's D 
elt. (7) of Peter, Mat. xxvi. 72. I do 
| or #now the Man. (8) of Pilate, Lute 
ii. 6. Pilate —aſted whether the Man 
were a Galilean. (9) of Paul, Adds xvii. 
He (i. e. God) hath appointed a Day 

in ohich he will judge the World in rigb 
zeouſnrſs by that Man [7. e. Jeſus Chriſt] 

ben be bath ordained, &c.— Rom. v. 15. 
"Much more tbe Grace of God, and the Gift 
of Grace, which is by one Man, Jeſus 
Chriſt, &c.—1. Tim. ii. 5. For there is 
one God, and one Mediator between God 
and Man; the Man Chrift Jeſus, — He 
Was indeed 4 Man, pointed out, as it 
were, by God to the Jews, by the Mi- 
Hcles, Prodigies and Signs, hich: God 
did ** Hin among them, ! i. aa. 
32%. 3. 50 Co. 
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tze dentrruns-Türhrrr. 30 . 
f Cor. If Chriſt was a zeal Mak, He 
W had a finite Body, and conſequetitly a” 
finite Soul. See Ax. VIIII. 

Hence the WORD), on ſu opoſititi of 


its animating out Saviour's DEED Body, 


muſt needs be finite. Mat. xxvi. 11. . , 
Love the Poor always with you, but ye Bute 
not Me always. fohn xvii. 11. And Tam; 


no more in the World, When our Lord's 
Body was abſent, the WORD was abſent 
too. Mat. xvin. 20. xxviii. 20, ſpeak 
not of our bleſſed Lord's perſonal Pre- 
ſence.— If then our Saviour's Body and 
its animating Spirit be each of them 


finite, he can by no Means be omnipre- 


ent, becauſe two Finites, can never con- 
ſtitute one Infinite. l 


k PROPOSITION 1. 


2 Chriſt is a Perſon. 


UR Lord was a Man. Prop. I. abit 
| therefore a Peron, Cor. I. Def. III. 
But to be more particular ; it will 
err by Seripture - Evidence, that our 
Saviour had the diſtinguiſhing CHO 

riſticks of a Perſon. 


; | His 
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W749 His Underſtanding or l ntelli genee | 
i may be argued from. | 
1. His KNOWLEDGE. He knew | 
Men, and what was in Man, John ii. 
. He knew the Thoughts of Men, 
Mat. ix. 4. Xi. 25. Luke vi. 8. ix. 47. 
John vi. 61. xi. 17. He knew that the 
. Father bad given all Things into bit 
| Hands, oh, xiii. 3. He knew the Fa- 
ebe John x. 15. Mat. xi. 27. Nor does 
an one know: the Father but the Son; i 
. be to whom the Son will reveal bim. 
= ' Poretnowledg is aſcribed to Him, 

| 3 vi. 64, For Jeſus knew from the 
Beginning, , bo they. were that beheved i 
l, and who ſhould betray bim.—Xvil. 4. 
WW Jefus therefore knowing all Things that 
| Joould come upon him. —Nay . — 
John xxi. 17, Lord, thou: knoweſt all. 
T Things. — When we read of Knowledge in | 
| others (Mat. Xxviii. 5. Mark i. 24.— 
Jobn xvii. 7.) we look on it as a Mark | 
of Perſonality: fo by Ax. IV. ſhould we 
| when it is a ribed. to Jeſus Chriſt. 

2. His, WISDOM. This was ſur- 
priſing to thoſe he taught, Mat. xiii. 
5 Mark vi. 2. He was filled with 

** am, Luke ii. 40. He is-ſtiled the 
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adam of 1 1 Cor. i. 24 


him are hid all the Treaſures * N m 
_ Tit: Knowledge, Col. ii. 3. | 
11 3. The Authority with wick he ſpake 
, Wand taught, ſo. as to over-awe his very. 
Enemies and their Emiſſaries. Mat. vii. 
4 29. He taught the People as one having 
„ Authority, and nat as the Scribes. So, 


the Officers, ſent by the Phariſees and 
High-Prieſts, bring 5 to their Prin- 
cCipals, Never Man pale Lhe this Man, 


John vil. 46. 
£ Il. His Vill or Agency may be arguod 
from Ry 


1. His own Confeſſim.. Mat. viii, Toa 
will, be thou clean. Fohn v. 21. The Son 
quickeneth whom he will. xxi. 2 2. If. 
will, that He tarry till I come. xvi. 84 
Father, as for thoſe whom thou haſt given 
me, I will, [or deſire] that where 1. a. 
&c. See Mat. xxvi. 39. Mark xiv. 36. | 
John v. 30. vi. 38. 

2. The Teſimomony of others. — Of his 
own Diſciples. If thou wilt let us make | 
bere three T, abernacles, Mat. xvii. 4. XX. 
17. Luke ix. 54. Lord, wilt thou- that: 
we command Fire o come down fram 
Hoo. *— Of the Leper, Mat. 2 4 
r 


| - "of | "tf 1 Donoyſration 7 f 
i . ir thou wilt, thou fly alt 2 
elan. When we 23 of a Will in 
others / Mat. i. 19. xx. 32. XXVII. 17.08 
Mark xv. 15. La . Iv. 6. ) who denicif 
a proper Perſonality ? When we read offi 
a4 Choice in Mz er. Hebr. xi. 25, of i 
Dee in St. Paul, Phil. i. 23. who 
W thinks of any Thing leſs than ſomewhat q 
W Perſonal? 17 why not in Jeſus, when 4 
be ſo earneſtly defired to eat the Paſſover 
wich his Diſciples ? Luke xxii. 1 5. See 
Axiom IV. 4 

Ul. He diſcovered the 27 ont of | 
Love, e. g. to Lazarus, John xi. 36. 
T0 Jobn as is ſuppoſed, . Jobn xxi. 20. 
. 2. xiii. 23. To his Diſciples in gene- 
ral, Jobn xv. 9. To his Father, Jobn | 
"xv. + ,—Sorrow, or Grief, Mat. xxvi. if 
38. My Soul is exceeding Sorrowful, even 
wnto Death. — Anger ke with Grieg, 
Mark iii. 5. And when He had hoked 
wund about on them with Anger, being 

W GCrieved for the hardneſs of their Hearts. 
IV. Perfonal Pronouns are applied to 

Jefus Chriſt, I, Thou, He. Ax. IV. 

V. Perſonality i is implied in the Terms, 
Saviour, Luke ii. 11. Acts v. 41.—Me- 
| ey” 1 Tim. ii. 5.— Advocate, 1 by 
+ I« 


5 the SRIPTURE-TRINITY. 4 * 
.. 1.— S. Our Saviour is the So of 
WGod, Luke i. 35. and declared to be ſo 
ith Power, or by a Miracle, Rom. i. 4. 
ee is a beloved Son, Mat. iii. 17.— Son 
f the Living God, Mat. xvi. 16.80 
ff the only true God, John xvii. 1, 3.— 
he only begotten Son of God, Fobn i. 
14. iii. 18.—The Firſt-born or Fiyſl- 
begotten, Rom. viii. 29.—Hebr. i. 6. 
er There is no real Inconſiſtency between 
= the Titles of Only-begotten, and Firft- 
egotten. 4 
= To conclude, Did not Jeſus Chriſt 
create all Things, Col. i. 16. and ſhall. 
He that gave Men and Angels their ra- 
tional Powers, not be himſelf a rational 
Being, or in other Words, a Pein? 


THERE are ſome very pious Chrif< 

-tians, who maintain that our bleſſed 
Lord was a Compound Perſon, conſiſting 
of the Logos, the Soul, and the Body. 
But I think, it is evident from Holy 
Writ, that our Saviour was and is, a 
Compound of no more than one ſingle 
intelligent 
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intelligent Agent or Spirit, and a human 
Body., For (1) The Scripture no where 
ir two: intelligent Agents in Chriſt 
Jeſus. If is does, let the Text or Texts 
be produced, and a due Submiſſion ſhall 
be paid. (2.) Nor doth it ſuppoſe ſuch a. 
thing, by laying down what implies: it. 
For the intelligent Agent is. ſufficient 'to 
account for every Thing ſaid of the bleſſed 
1 . either before the Creation, before 
= his Incarnation, during his Abode on 
Earth, or after his Aſcenſion, even to 
his ſecond Coming. 
Our Lord, without doubt, exiſted be- 
fore his Birth of the Virgin Mary. He 
Was before Jobn the Baptiſt, John i. 15. 
Ae that cometh after me is preferred before 
me, for He ua before me. 
Hie was before Abraham, John viii, 58. 
Before Abraham was, IL. am [or was] He 
Was before the Creation. For all Things 
Were made by Him, Jobn i. 3. By Him 
God made the Worlds, Helr. i. 2. By 


Him were all Things created, that are in 
Heaven, &c. Col. i. 16, 17. 

In. this prior State of his, He had 
Glory. with the Father, which he prays 
WW tg. be. reſtored unto, after e 
1 1 0 N 


»” 
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"the  —_ X 1 
F this World, John xvii. 5. ,—Again, | 
Die ſame Jeſus, who for our Sakes ape 
Wearcd in ſo poor and mean æ Contition, _- 
ad been, in a prior State of his Ex» 
Wcnce, Rich. 2 Cor. viii. 9.— Again, . 
We ſame Jeſus, who had been before in 
ie Form of: 2 God, Phil: ii. 6, 7. i. e. 
a appeared in the Guiſe and Character 
e. God, as perſonating Deity, and 
eaking in the Firſt Perſon ; afterward, 
hen He tabernacled among Men, ap- 
eared in the Form of a Servant, viz. of 
od, profeſſing himſelf to be commiſ- a 
oned by the Father, and ſpeaking not 
f Himſelf, but as the Father directed 
Wim to ſpeak, John xii, 49. — But let us 
ace our bleſſed Saviour through the 
Weveral States of his Exiſtence, , and ſee 
Whether the Scripture gives the leaſt hint 
f ſany more than one intelligent Agent 
In the Perſon called Jeſus. ( 
| We learn from John i. 14. chat 
| he WORD became Fleſh, that it be- | 
eme a Man. For fo the word caps ſig- 
nifies in the New Teſtament, Mat. xxiv. 
22. Luke ii. 6. Jobn xvii. 2. Acts ii. 
8:7, &. The fame Perſon that had 
0 8 under: the Denny 


. * 
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4 
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of che . or WORD; . | 
west under that of «a Man. Now: the 
WORD became 4 Man by animating 
that Body, which God had prepared for i 
him, 22 x. 5. or in other Words, | 
by partaking of Fleſh and Blood, Hes, ii. 
W 14. or again, by coming in the Fleſh, 
1 John iv. 2, 3. If the WORD by 1 


ing a human Body became a real 


Man, Def. III. Cor. III. and was hereby WW 
qualified for the diſcharge of whatever 
the Father had appointed him to do in if 
the Capacity of the Saviour of the World, 
W what need we ſuppoſe another Spirit, 
called a human Soul, of which the Scrip- 
= ture is wholly filent ? Called; I ſay, 4 
Buman Soul, by which really nothing 
ought to be meant, but 4 Spirit ani- 
matmg a human Body.—To conclude'this 
Head, The fame e/is that dwelt among 


us, came down from Heaven, John iii. 13. 


This Deſcent from Heaven cannot re- 

ſpect the Body, which was of an earthly 
Extract, being born of the Virgin; and 
s ſince the Seri ture never ſpeaks of two 
Spirits, which together . the 
3 Body of Jeſus, it muſt be under- 
ſtood of hs ä 41 110 
| | 7 2. It 
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2. It is certain from the Goſpel- 
the iſtory, that the ſame Perſon, that was 
ing rn of the Virgin, after a Life. of Sub- 
for Wction and Sufferings, died at Feruſalem. 
ds, that the WORD. was the very Spirit 
ii. Which Jeſus gave up, Jahn xix. 30. 
1h, Nving recommended it to his Father, 
byte xxiii. 46. 1 
cal z. The fame Perſon that died, roſe. * 
by ain, and aſcended up into Heaven, * 
er Me was known after his Reſurrection by; 
in Nis Diſciples, John xx. 20, 25, 28. and. 
d, cended in view of ſeveral of his Fol- 
it, Wowers, Acts i. 3, 9, 10, 11. And Whi- 
p- her did he aſcend, but to the Place 


here he had been before, John vi. G 
he fame Perſon that deſcended, after 

vards aſcended far above all Heavens, 
Ph. iv. 10. _— 
4. The fame Perſon that aſcended, | 
was exalted to the right Hand of God, 
Acts ii. 33. v. 31. Rom. viii. 34. There, 
where He was placed by God himſelf, 
Eph. i. 20. is he repreſented. ſtting, Col. 
iii. 1, there, was he ſeen landing, Nets 


vi 8 Row 
5. The ſame Perſon remains in Heaven 


the 


for a determinate Seaſon, Acts iii. 21. at 


EO pr any W 


the End of which he ſhall ret” 4 


i: 11. without a Sin-offering, Heß. ix, 


28. agreeably to the Expectation of hi 


faithful 2 wal Phil. itn. 20. 1 Thef. i i 


the Creator of the World became! a real 
Man, lived on Earth, died,” roſe again 
_ aſcended into Heaven, and ſhall return ö 


5 to Judgment. 


Thus the Scripture A I ou ö 
bleſſed Saviour as conſtituted of a Body 


_ one Spirit, that is, as one Perſon. 


2x. Whether thoſe, that ſuppoſe Jeſu * 
Chriſt to conſiſt of the WORD, the X 


human Soul, and the Body, do not i 
reality make him two Perſons, whilſt i 


"Words they call him One? For is. notlf 


"whe WORD one Perſon, and is not thai 


pe human Soul another ? 


Con. I. Hence it appears Aut ou 
Lord was a real Man, © conſtituted of 1 
human Body animated by the worvl 
Now I have proved what before Wa 

J * fuppoſed,” Def. III. Cor. III. 
Don. II. If Chriſt Jeſus be Ver on 
Perſon, then whatever is aſſerted of hi 
in Scripture muſt be ſo explained - tc 
_ with his Character as Man 187 4 
| wil 
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iſe we ſhall make Scripture” inconſi _ 
ith een derben to Fo III. 
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PROPOSITION. w. 
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27 be Hoy Spirit is 4 Perſon 2 
"HE Perſonality of ther Holy Spare * 


ou evident from 
di 1. His Under/ftanding'or We I 
„,. ii. 11. No one 333 the Things of * 
ga, except the Spirit of: God. The 
ad] poſtle in the former part of the Verſe, 
ind compared the Spirit of God to that 
il pirit, which being in Man, doth ſearch. 
not nd diſcern his inward Counſels and 
then Purpoſes, but the Spirit of Man, ſays Dr. 
Barrow, is a ſubſtantial Thing; where- 
More it is intimated, ſays: he, that cor- 
f ecpondently the by par of Wees is ſuch 
DBeing. N 
1I. His Will, 4 Cor. xii. 11. Bu all 
heſe' Things that one and the felf-ſume | 
Spirit effetteth, dividing to _y one nah” | 
al as He wills. N 
| III. The Aſcription of fiph Things | 
er. him, as imply Perſonality : for Actions 
7. WT C certainly 


= certainly „ Agents, ad 3 40 4 
ons infer rational Agents. 0 
rr 9 
ſons in diſtinction from others, imply 
Will and Choice, Alt xiii. 2. Te He 
Spirit ſaid, ſeperate me Barnabas and Sau 
= For the Works to which I have called them, 
Sec. To which I add His forbidding the 
W Diſciples to preach the Word in Ala, 
Ads xvi. 6. b 
2. His teaching the Diſciples; and! 
brt — Facts and Doctrine 
fo their remembrance, John xiv. 26. H. 
Hall teach you all Things, and bring al 
Things to your remembrance, which I have 
aud unto you. 
3. His conducting and guiding then 
into Truth and in the Courſe of the 
Chhriſtian Life. John xvi. 13. When He 
the Spirit of Truth is came, he will guid: 
you into all Truth. Rom. viii. 14. For as 
many as are led [or conducted] by the Spi- 
vit of \God, They are the Sons of God. 
4. His wtneffing to Chriſt, Jobn xv. 
| 26. and with the Spirit of the Saints, 
Rom. viii. 16. 
£06 His officiating as: Comforter or Ad. 
wocate, John xiv. 16, 26. J will pray the 
| Far 


| the Semetone- Try. . 
; | ather-and He will fend you another Ad- 


Wocate——But the Advocate, the Holy 


ol . tie is Fav) 22 9 to 
Joh peak what he hears, John xvi. 13. To 
a peak in the Saints, Mat. x. 20. I ſup- 
m, ¶ Poſe by teaching them what they were 


Wo lay, Luke xii. 12. See Ads x. 1 | 
ii. 2. en 3 
W 7. He may be rived wt "bl; 
nd It. bini. 10. Eph. iv. 30.—If Love of tbe 


1 


Spirit, Rom. xv. 30. doth not mean Love 


He to the Spirit, the Paſſion of Love is 

al aſcribed to him. As alſo, | 

De 8. The Exerciſe of Power, Rom. xv. 
9. Through mighty Signs and a pen by 

m the Pre of the Spirit of God. | 

he 1 

Te IV. Perſonal Pronouns made uſe of in 


ſpeaking of Him, denote a paper: Per- | 
ſonality, - 

Not it, but He is the Article common | 
aſſigned to the Spirit; and that with 
Marks of doing it ſtudiouſly. John xvi. 
13. When he (in the Maſculin Gender) 
comes, the Spirit of Truth (in the Neuter) 
&c. See John xiv. 26.— xv. 26.— Fobn 
Xvi. er The _— will not come, but 

N 2 


+. wt W 

W727 e will end — 
Cor. ii. 11: — None (in the Mateuli 
Gender again) nowerh. the Things gf, God, 
but the Spirit of God, why, otherwiſe be- 
ſides N of Grammar, ſhould the 
Stile be ſo tempered or inflected, but to 
Wo infinuate the Holy Spirit's Perſonality ? 
V. Surely He, "who is often emphati- 
cally tiled the Spirir, muſt be eſteemed F' 


2 Spirit, or Perſon.— See Mat. iv. -1. 


Mart i. 10. Acts viii. 29. xvi. 7. 1 Cor. 
ni. 10. Perhaps ſeveral of the Texts I 
WW have brought in proof of the Perſonality 
of the Spirit, may be referred, by ſome 
of my Readers, to His extraordinary 
ill Gifts ;-thoſe Texts to be ſure muſt be 
W taken off from the Evidence by ſuch 
W Readers, who muſt impartially weigh the 
1 eee Proof. 


PROPOSITION 2 


21. Pather 84 % ofus Chri tis 10 4 Perſon. 


Pris Pino fition I apprehend to be 
of the wy Importance, for on the 
Truth cf it depends all Religion. If 
1 the F ather be not a Perſon, or intelligent 
1 Being, 
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Wc eing. He never exhibited any Revela- 
| ion, nor exerciſes any Providence, He is 


od o Lawgiver, and we are not accountable 
be. o him for our Conduct, nor in Danger 
the of any Puniſhment for our Miſbehaviour. 
to The Perſonality of the Father is evident 
from the following Conſiderations. 
I. The two diſtinguiſhing Charade 


ſticks of a Perſon, viz: Underſtanding and 
Vill are aſcribed in Serien to Ke 
Father. ran 
45 Underſtanding or Knee 680 
john x. 15. As the Father knoweth me; 
and I know the Father. Luke x. 22. No 
one knoweth who the Som it, but tbe Fatber. 
Here is Knowledge appropriated. Nay 
the Foreknowledge of an Event"remark= 
able for its Importance, vi. the Future 
Judgment is appropriated. to Him, Mat. 
xxiv. 36. But of that Day and Hour | 
knoweth no one, no not the Angels ef 
Heaven, but my Fatber only." Even to 
the expreſs Exclufion of the Son from 
a Participation of that Knowledge. See 
Mark xiii. 32. But f that Day and 
Hour knoweth' no one; neither the Angels 
that are in Heaven, nor the Son, but. the 
Father. But farther, the Father is Miſe. 
- Now 


F 54 - #2 A Demonſtration of * \ | 
W Now Wiſdom is Knowledge in an ad- 
vanced Rom. xi. 33. O the depth i 
= o& the Rieber both , the Wiſdom and 
= Anowhdge of God? How: unſearchable are 
bi Judgments, and untraceable bis Ways | i 
Hit Wiſdom is manifold or multiform, 
Eph. iii. 10. Nay, the Father is the only 
1% God. Rom. xvi. 27. Only Wiſe, as 
being the Fountain of Wiſdom to every 
other Being, even of thoſe Treaſures of 
Wiſdom and Knowledge which are bid in 
= Cirift Jeſus. Col. ii. 3.— The Father 
will be hereafter proved, independently 
of chis Paragraph, to be the God ſpoken 
= of above. To conclude this Head, The 
= Father is ſaid to have faugbt his Son 
Jeſus, Jobs viii. 28. Now could He 
= communicate Knowledge to ſo knowing 
2 Being as our bleſſed Lord, who had 
none? Or could that which was not a 
Perſon have any Knowledge? _ 
2. Will is aſcribed to the Father. 
Mat. vi. 10. Thy Will be done; namely, 
the Will of the Chriſtian's Father, who is 
alſo Chriſt's, John xx. 17.—Mat. xxvi. 
39. O my Fathtr (ſays Chriſt) not as J 
will, but as thou, ſc. wilt— ver. 42. Thy 
will be done. Acts xxii. 14. The God of 
V bur 
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Fathers hath: choſen thee, that thou 
Wouldeft know his Will. See alſo, Epb. 
W. 3, 11. Heb. a a Vero 20, 21. 
ev. iv. 11. By thy Will they exit an 
Woere created. > Ay vt 
II. The Scripture aſcribes to the Fa- 
her what implies Perſonality. | 
1. du Affections, e. g. Love, and. 
atred, John xiv. 21. He that lovetb me 
ball be loved by my Father, See xvii. 23. 
Rom. ix. 13. Jacob have I loved, but 
Eſau have I hated. Theſe words are 
quoted from Mal. i. 3. where Jehovah 
the God of the Jews, and Father of 
Chriſt / Jobn viii. 54) is introduced ſpeak»: * 
ing, ver. 2. — Axger and Wrath are 
aſcribed to God, who ſhall be afterward 
proved to be the Father of Chriſt, Jahn 
ili. 36. Rom. ix. 22. Heb. iii. 11—v. | 
a 3. Rev. xix. 15. Though Affection 

when applied to. the Father are not to 
be underſtood properly or groſly as they 
are to be found in Men; that would 
argue Imperfection, which is infitiſtely . 
removed from Him; yet ſince there is 
no Medium between an intelligent and 
unintelligent Being, it is eaſy to ſee the 
Scripture. deſigned, by. theſe Ways of 
C4 ſpeaking 


6 u Dauntratim 4. 
wo Speaking , to repreſent the Father; as thi | . 
1 . the latter of theſe. 
2. Is not Perſonality, that is, Intelli 
gence and Agency implied in the Term 
Father and God? Jobs xx. 17."\My Fa 
ther and your F "ather, n my God and youll 
God. Mat. xxii. 32. J am the God if 
Abraham, &c. (Acts iii. 13) Gd i a 
the God of tbe Dead but , the Living i 
Now Ras the Father of Jeſus Chriſt is if 
God of the living; ſo He muſt needs bei 
Wa living, intelligent, active God. For to 
| be @ God to any Perſons, is to employ 
| intelligent active Powers for their Bene-| 
* og which can only be done by a Perſon. 
Does not Authority Regal and Le- 
giſlative, and the being the Fountain 
thereof to others, imply Perſonality? If. 
xxxiii. 22. Jehovah is our Judge, Jebovab 
our Laugiver, Jebovab is our King. 
a Forpivench is aſcribed to him, Luſte xxin. 
170 34. Father, forgive them; for they know 
nut what they do. Judgment is com- 
mitted by Him to the Son, John v. 22. 
| The Father judgeth no one, but hath com- 
mitted all Judgment to the Son. — Surely, 
preſcribing Laws to, governing, and 
Me e on A * Wine 
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Huſt. imply; Ms and) reaſonjn | 
Power in A of whom the! Og 4 


| 1 8 Application of Pagina Pro- | 
June to the en 2 his Perſon- 
Your Wlity.. Fe nd. | \þ 
1 if Bets 950% v. 19, 38. vi. 29. 3! 
aa. Abos, xiv. 10. V. 20. Allo, Hi. 17. 
1g abo, Rom. viii. 3. Eaulw, Jobn v. 26. 
% 1V. The Scripture repreſents. the Fa- 
beſſther as 4 Spirit. Now a Spirit is a 
to Perſon {Def. IT. Cor. II.) John iv. 24. 
lo God. is 2 Spirit, and they that, zoorſhip 
ne- Lin, &c. God in this Context refers\to 
the Father of Jeſus Chriſt ;- becauſe He 
that is ſpoken of, as the Object of Wor- 
ſhip, is the ſame that Was worſhipped 7 
at Yom, ver. 20, 21... v1. the God 
of the Jews, and the F ather of Jeſus 4 
Chriſt; John viii. 54. A iii. 14 
Therefore to ſay that God is a Spirit, is 
the ſame. as to 455 the Father is a i | 
that is a Perſon. . 7: 
We. ſee, then, that Father, Son, "268 
Holy Spirit, e each of them the Cha- | 
radicriſlicks of a Perſon aſcribed to them 
in Scripture, as alſo feveral Things Which 
We or, pd Perſonality; therefore 
C 5 each 
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ether wich 1 Sn and 


ks of any one of theſe rden Pes 
ſons eg aſſerts or ſuppoſes his Per- 
ſonality ; ſo when it treats of them to- 
Fax. it aſſerts or ſuppoſes them Dz _ 


er Ons. 


"PROPOSITION vi. 


i 701. . is 6 diinet Perſon from the 
bw - | Fal. 


1. In HE diſtinguiſhing Characteriſtics 
of a Perſon are not the ſame, but 
different in Father and Son; therefore 
The y are diſlinct Perſons. 
I. The Father's Knowledge i is different 
WW from the Son's, as being more extenſive. 
Mark x11. 32. Our Saviour confefles his 
Ignorance of the Day of Judgment. And 
| as here the knowledge of the preciſe 
il Time of that awful Event is denied of 
W the Son, ſo Mar. xxiv. 30, it is appropri- 
a ted to the Father un. Now the fame 


nes 


Perſon could not know, and be ignorant 
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of the fame Thing at the fame Time. 
The fame. individual Knowledge could. 
not be greater and /5 at the ſame Inſtant; 
conſequently the Father's Knowledge was 
not the fame individual Knowledge with 
che Son's ; therefore They were diſtin 
Perſons { Ax. V. Cor. I.) | 
Again, I obſerve. that the Knowledge 
of the Father and Son was mutual. Now 
mutual Knowledge is diſtinct Know- 
ledge, both the Subject and Object of it 
being Diſtinct, And the Knowledge the 
Son had of the Father could not be diſ- 
tinct from the Knowledge the Father 
had of the Son, unleſs They were diſtinct 
Perſons. Mat. xi. 27. No one knoweth. 
the Son but the Father ; nor does 
know the Father but the Son, and He to 
whom the Son will reveal Him.—If the 
Knowledge, which the Perſon, to whom 
- Chriſt revealed the Father, had of Him, 
evidences His diſtinct Perſonality from 
8 Father; then our Saviour 8. Know- 
ge of the F ather, in like Manner, 
* His diſtinct Perſonality, as alſo 
does the Father's Knowledge of the Son, 
_— the Know becomes mu- 


tual.— The mutual! owledge of Father 
Cc 6 and- 


. 


, 9 
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an Sen is revedled* alſo in John K. 14, 
1. T Ante iy Sheep, end an known by 
Mine,” as "tbe\ Father \knvweth me, and If 
Hot the Father. — I do not! ſay >the 
mutual Knowledge of Father and S6n- is 
the exact Standard of that between: Chriſt 
and his Sheep; for Perſons and Things 
ma be fuffieientiy diſtinct, tho! vaſt] 
mega. Neither do I think tlie Partleſe 
WW a0; ever neceſſarily implies a perfect 
= Eouhtty, but a /erfble Likeneſs and gene- 
ml Similitulle between Things compared. 
Again, The Father and Sone Knowledge 
agerent; becauſe the Subjecbt of Af. 
1 . Httributer. The Son's Knowledge 
was communicated to Him; the Father's 
uncommunicated or derived, like his own 
| Infinite” Efſence. John viii. 28. As. my 
| Father bath taught me, T ſpeak, &c.—To 
| conclude this Head, As the Father and 
Sort are diſtinct Subyecte of Knowledge, 
10 are they diſtin Ohjecis of it too.— 
John viii. 19. Ye neither know" me nor my 
| Father : , ye had- known me; ye would 
Sorel known 'my Father alſo: erer avi. 
ene 

2. The Scripture aleribes inc Walk 
o the Father and' the don. Mat. xxvi. 
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19 Neuryi belgſi "Rat at T. unll, bur 45 
by ons ſr: wilt John v. 30. I feeb not 
I Mill but itbe ill of the Father noho. 
he ent me. Did dur Lord ſubject his n 
is Will to bis own Will? Can the ſame 
Ppirit have a Will and a Will, the one 
ſubjected to the other? Hete is an ewig 
dent Preference of one Will to another; 
which can only take place in diſtinct 
Wills; and Giltin Walls prove diſtinct 
Perſons. N l TEMES > 13 Toile 
MI. Father and Son are both Subjects 
— Objects of the diſtinct Affections of 
Love and Hatred! 1 nies 
0 They are diſtinct Subjects of Laue 
John xiv. 21. He that loveth me ſbull be 
booed by' my Father, and I will lee Hin. 
Obſerve, as Chriſt. is the Object of the 
Chriſtian's Love, andi therefore a diſtinct 
Perſom from Him, ſo the Chriſtian is 
the Obj ect of the diſtinct Love of F ather 
and 89 and there lore diſtinct from them 
both; and conſequently They are diſtinct 
from one another. But ande the Love 
of the Father and Son to each other is 
mutual; conſequently they were; diſtinct 
Objects and Subjecis of Affection, and 
theref fore they were diſtinct Perſons. 
| John 
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that I love the Father. iii. 35, The Father 
verb the Son, even to ſuch an intenſe 
rene 
. . repreſented as it were the Standard of 
= his: Love to the Saints. 


* Jobn xvii. 23. 
Dar thou loved ' them as thou" haſt 
= doved me, an 


* ver. 26. that the Love 
_ wherewith thou bal loved me, may be in 
en. — But further, Father and Son are 
= diſtint Objefs of Hatred, and therefore 
= ditin& Perſons. John xv. 23, 24. He 
at bateth me, hateth the Father alſo.— 
Again, They are diſtin Subjects of 
hatred, Deut. xvi. 22. Image, which 
Fehovah . thy God hateth. Mal. i. 3. 
Nom. ix. 13. Rev. ii. 6. Thou hateſt the 
Deeds — Nicolaitans, which T alſo 
hate.— are repreſented as diſtin 
Objects of Paz — xii. 44. ne 

beheveth in me, albert not in me [i. e. 
== only] but in Him that ſent me. xv. 1. Ye 
eve in God, believe alſo in me, or, ye 
believe alſo in me. Do not Father and 
= Son ſeem as diftmnt# Objects of Faith as 
= Chriſt and Moſer? John v. 46. Had ye 
it A ” would bv lvl , 
1 or 
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| E urote of me.—As our bleſſed Lord 
is ; ſometimes ſpoken of as a diſtinct Obs» 
ject of Faith from the Father; fo He 
is repreſented as a Medium of Faith in 

the Father, which as fully proves his 
diſtin& Perſonality as the other. 1 Pet. i. 
21. You, who by him do believe in God, 
that raiſed bim up from the Dead. 
Again, They are diſtinct Objects of Ne- 
ception, Denial and Contempt. Mark ix. 
37. Wheſoever ſhall receive one of Juch 
Children in my Name, recerveth me; an 
whoſoever ſhall recerve me, reeeveth not 
me ; but Him that ſent me.—As the Chil 
dre ſpoken of are diſtinct from ; 
ſo He is diſtinct from his Father. 1 John 
ii. 22. He is the Antichriſl, that denieth 
the Father and the Son. Luke x. 16. He 
that heareth ＋ heareth me, and he that 
deſpiſeth you ; me, and be that 
deſpiſeth me, * eſpiſerh Him -that ſent me. 
Obſerve how our Saviour is ſpoken” of, 
being as diſtin& from the Father, as the 
Diſciples were from him. 

III. The diſtinct Perſonality of Father 
and Son is implied in the Nelatiam that 
ſubſiſts between them; in the Reference 


of the Son to the Father as Fi r 
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and in the 9 in 
wich they were both concerned. 
ns yy Relation that ſubſiſted between 
them, was that of Father and Son, Which 
| evidently. umphies diſtinct Perſonality. 
23. Our bleſſed Lord is referred to che 
Father as his nage, and hence ariſes a 
freſh Ar gument or «their 7 Per- 
ſoflality. Coll i. Þ pox pr (i. e. Chriſt 
Jeſus) is the Image of the ind 2 God. 
The Inviſibility of the F ather- is de- 
" Thared/ in Seripture, Fob i. 18. 1 Tum. 
vi. 16. If the Father be Aways invifible, 
Hut the Son has been ſometimes. vibe, 
it followys that They are diſtinct Perſons. 
z. The Important Tranſactiuhͤns of the 
Son with the Father, manifeſt their diſ- 
tinct Perſonality. N this Head may be 
referred. | 
4 rſt, His Madiation. or r. Advocateſhip. 
1 Tim. ii. 5. For theres one God and 
one Mediator between God and Man, the 
Man Cbriſt Jeſus. 1 John ii. 1. V any 
one in, ꝛwe haue an Advocate avith- tho 
»Flthir; Jeſus Chriſt, the Righteous. Sure- 
Ay the Mediator between, God; and Men 
muſt be a8 diſtinct from Him, 2211 
| hom he imgediane; as from deen - 
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whom he mediates. When our Lord 
puts up a Prayer to his heavenly Father, 
John xvii. does He pray to himdelfior 
another? When He ſays, he would pray; 
the Father to ſend his Diſciples. anotber | 
Advocate, John xiv. 16. whom does He 
apply to, Himſelf or Another ? Surelyx 
He that prays muſt be. a diſtinct Perſon 
from Him, to whom the Prayer is addreſſed. 

Secondly. His joint Agency with the 
Father in the Creation. God created all 
T hings 'by Jeſus Chriſt. Eb. iii. 9. 
Hebr. i. Now if Creative Powers 
imply Bandes ee Prop. II (and-who 
could give Underſtanding: to others that 
is deſtitute, of it himſelf?) The different 

Part our bleſſed Lord ſuſtained in the 
Creation from what his Father all prom. 
his &/tin&# Perſonalit. 

IV. Father and Son have py ins YF 
Propriety, i in what they are repreſented as 
having in common. John xvi. 1 f. A 
Things that the Fa ther hath are mine, xvll. 
10. Sl mine are thine, and thine are mine, 
When. the Prodigal's Father lays to him, 
Luke xv. 31, Sow, all that I have is 
thine; He: does not i nſinuate an equal 


1 ern in bath. Paddel, but he ! 
that 
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chat . were equally, 3 4. 
tin Perſons. So would 1 argue from 
| our Saviour's Expreſſions, a diſtin 
perty, and therefore a diſtinct Perſonality. 


V. Our Saviour's Doctrine was not his 


| own, but his Father's ; therefore they 
were diſtinct Perſons. John vii. 16. My 
Doctrine is not mine, but His har 3 

me, viz. the Father's, as e 

| Fobn xiv. 2 6 24. 

Now if Chriſt was not a | dibingsP Per- 
ſon from the Father, He was the /ame 

Perſon, and then the Doctrine of the 
Father muſt be the Doctrine of the Son, 
contrary to our Lord's expreſs Words. 
Our Saviour did not f. of Himſelf, 
but what his Father gave im in Commy- 

ion to ſay, John xii. 49. He was t 

Medium of conveying thoſe divine Inſtrue- 

tions, which the Father, out of his over- 

| flowing Goodneſs, thought proper to 
- favour Mankind with. 


F ather never animated a Human Body; 
therefore they are diſtinct Perſons. 


The Father never was ſeen, nor could 


be ſeen, therefore He could not be In- 
carnate. The Son's Incarnation has been 


Any 
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VI. The Son became Incarnate, the ' 
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14, &c: . 


VII. Jeſus Chriſt was a 4 F on | 

and therefore a diſtinct Perfon from Him. 
John i. 1. The WORD war with Gad. 

Our bleſſed Lord after his Incarnation, - 


did not apprehend himſelf to be alane, 

(though deſerted by his wats ge while 

his Father was 01th him. n xvi. 32. 

And yet I am not alone, becauſe the Father 

i with me. 

VIII. The Teſtimony of the Father to 
the Son was diſtinct from the Teſtimony 


our Lord bore to Himſelf; ene 


they were dem? Perſons. 
See Fobn v. 31. Had our Saviour 


bore witneſs to Himfelf, his Witneſs had 


not been true or credible; but He had 
the Witneſs of bother, viz. of Jobr, 
which was true or worthy of Credit, ver. 
32. Nay, He had ſtill greater Witneſs, 
than that of John; for his Father bore 
witneſs of Him, ver. 37.— Now if John 
was a Witneſs, ver. 32. and the Father 
was a diſtin Witneſs from John, becauſe 
a greater, ver. 36, 37. and both of them 

_ creditable Witneſſes; it follows, the 
b of the Father was as W 
| rem 


ſufficiently proved. Prop. II. Jos 1 p 
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from that of the Son (whoſe Teſtimony 
to Himſelf, in his own Cauſe, ver 31. 
had not been creditable or true, as the 


Teſtimony of Jobn was: Therefore the 
Father was as diſtinct a Perſon. from the 
Son as Jobn was. — Again, our Lord ſays, 
He was not Ingle or alone in his Teſti- 
mony or judgment; but He and his 
Father, Jobn viii. 16. And He ſhews, 
that as the Jewiſh Law allowed of the 


Joint Teſtimony of two Perſons as true 


or +worthy 'of Credit in their. Judicato- 


ries, ver. 17. ſo here were two; for He 


bore witneſs to Himſelf (and his Witneſs 
was true, ver. 14) and beſides, the Fa- 
ther bore witneſs of him, ver. 18.— 
However difficult it may be to evince 


the Juſtneſs of our Saviour's reaſoning 


from the Law of Moſes, which required | 


at leaſt two Witneſſes. diſiinct from the 


Party concerned, Deut. xvii. 6, 7. yet the 


Uſe I make of John vili. 18. is certainly 


fair; which is to prove that in our Lords 


Judgment his Father and He were #29 


Witneſſes, and conſequently 7200 drftint# 


| Perſons, At 


from the Perſonal Prondlins and Plurgl 
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 Manbehy when uſed in os g of the 
Father and Son. „ 
1 John xiv. 23. F any one love me, my 
5 Father will love him, and we will come 
WH wnto him, and make an abode with him. 
| John xvii. 11, 21, 26. This Argument is 
founded on Ax. IV. To conclude this 
Propoſition, The Texts and Reaſonings 
prove that our Lord's Inferiority to the 
Father, Prop. VIII. will alſo as ſtrongly, 
evince his diſtinct Perſonality; for In- 
fertority cannot ſubſiſt, but between diſ- 
tint Perſons, any more than Equality.” 
For the Reader's Satis faction I ſhall pro- 
duce one Example, by which my Mean- 
ing will fully appear. Our Saviour's 
Miſion will be produced as an Evidence 
of his Inferiority to the Father; and the 
ſame Mon is as full a Proof of his 
diſtinct Perſonalfty as of his Inferiority. 
Cor. I. Since Chriſt Jeſus is proved to 
be a diſtinct Perſon from the Father; 
whatever is a diſtinguiſhing Characteriſtic 
of the Latter, cannot 5 70 belong to 
the Former. Jobn xvu. 3. Our Saviour 
ſtiles his Father, tlie Onk true God, in 
contradiſtinction to Himſelf, who, ac be 
ſays, was ſent by the only true yg & 
| £1838 To. 
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7% = A Demmfratim ef | 
Cox. II. When any Perfection aſeribed, 
or even appropriated, to the Father, is in 
= other Places of Scripture aſcribed to the 
4 Jon; WE muſt not underſtand the Former 
as pollefling it exclufroely of the Latter, 
but only independently, or in a peculiarly 
high Degree, or elſe the Word is uſed in 
two Senſes. See Ax. VI. How other- 
wiſe can the Scripture be explained in a 
| conſiſtency with itſelf. Ax. III. 

In common Cafes, excluſive Terms 
leave room for no Exceptions ; eſpecially 

in ſerious and thoughtful Writers, ſuch 
as the ſacred Ones doubtlefs are. 
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PROPOSITION VII 


The Hol Spirit is a iges Perſon from 
© The Father and the Son. 
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Endeavoured to prove the Perſonalit 
of the Holy Spirit, Prop. 1.“ Now 
I am to make out His diſtinct Perſonality 

both from the Father and the Son. | 
I. The Holy Spirit is a diſtin& Per- 
ſon from the Father. For, 1. He is 
called the Spirit of the Father of our 
1 . Lord 


— 


Lord Jeſus Chriſt. Eph. iii. 14, 16. 1 
bow my knees unto the Father of our Lord 
Juaſus Chrit——by his Spirit, Rom. viii. 

11. But if the Spirit of Him that ray 

uþ Jeſus from the Dead, viz. of the Fa- 

ther, { Atts iii. 13. 15.) dell in you, He 
that raiſed up Chriſt from the Dead ſhall 

alſo quicken your mortal Bodies, by his Spi- 

rit that dwelleth in you. So again, ver, 
14. Whoſoever are led by the Spirit of 
N God, they are tbe Sons of God. Who 
, would not take the Spirit of God, to be 
as diſtinct from God, viz. the Father, 
whoſe Spirit he is; as the Sons of Ga 
are diſtinct from God, whoſe Sons They 
are ?—1 Cor. ii. 10, 11. But God hath 
revealed them unto us by his Spirit—S$9 
the Things of God knoweth no one, but 
, the Spirit of God. —If the Spirit was the 
_  Mearum of conveying the Revelation, He 
muſt be diſtint from Him, who made 
y Uſe of him as ſuch. 25 „ 
9 2. The Spirit was ſent by the Father, 
and therefore is a diſtinct Perſon from 
Him. — John xiv. 16. The Haly Spirit 
whom the Father will ſend, &c. Gal. iv. 
6. 1 Cor. ii. 22. We have received the 
Spirit 4ho ts of God. | 43-2 
This 
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3. This ſame spirit is repreſented as our 
„ . interceding for us, Rom. viii. 
26, „ ſent by God into our Hearts, 
crying, Abba, Father, Gal. iv. 6. Now 
no one is properly ſaid to intercede with 
Himſelf, but with another. If then the 
Spirit be a dt Perſon from the Father, 
He is another Spirit, Def. II. Cor. II. 
for ſurely no one will Tuppols Him * 
e Father. Ie 
II. The Holy Spirit i is a diftine Per- 
fon from the Son. 
1. The Holy Spirit is font by the Son. 
John xvi: 7, 1f I depart I will em bim 
Iche Spirit] unto you. Luke xxiv. 49: 
From this -M;/4on of the Spirit by ou 
bleſſed Lord, I ſuppoſe He is called he 
Spirit "of Chriſt, as before of God, or the 
Father. Rom. viii. g.'New ; if any one 
have not the Spirit of Chriſt, He is none 
of his. Phil. 1. 19. Through your Prayer, 
and the Supply of the Spirit of Jeſus 
Chriſt. 1 Pet. i. 11. What Manner of 
Time the Spirit of Chriſt, that "4vas-in 
them, did figntfy. Gal. iv. 6. 
2. The Holy Spirit receives Knowledge 
from n. and communicates. it to his 
; eee 
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Diſciples, and Glorifies Ci. John xvi. 
13, 14. py * the Spirit "Truth is 
ſhall bear,,; the be" hall 
AO "foal glorify ne; for He - ſhall 
receive of mine and ſhall; ſhew it N | 
you. Without all doubt, if the 8 
had not a diſtin& Underſtanding h 
own, He could not Bear or learn 5 
another; and when He did ſpeak from 
another would -neceflarily.: peak from 
Himſelf Zoo, which is 9 5 
3. The Holy. Spirit is expreſly diſtin- 
ouiſhed from Chiiſt, as being Another 
| Perſon, John xiv. 16. I will pray the 
Fat ber and He will ſend you. another Ad- 
vocate. If intellectual and actiye Po-ẽ˖rs 
vvere neceſſary to. qualify Chriſt Jeſus for» 
being an Advocate, 1 John ii. 1. He 
who is another, Advocate muſt alſo be 
poſſeſſed of the le: Therefore He a 
bag a. e Fes. 2 2111 . — 4 | 
O36 S Holy Spirit ears, fe/Limo to 
Chriſt, and de a diſtinct Pe | 
from him. John xv. 26. ir, the Spirit 
of Truths, ſhall teſtify af me, As the Fa- 
ther's Teſtimony to Ry proved Him 


a int Perf from the Son, Ph, * 
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"Perſon proves Him alſo as diſtinct. 


HI. The Holy Spirit is diſtinguiſhed 
both from the dark and Son in the 
me Context. | "0 N ne 


x. In the Iban of Boptifm. Mat. 


Ixviii. 19. Go ye therefore and diſco le all 
Nations, baptizing them into the Name of 
te Father, and 14 the e, and 55 wr 


_ Spirit.” „ ho 
In the "Scripture Dotolagier; 2 
Wu Xxiii. 14. The Grace of our Lord Je- 
fas Chrift, and the Love of God, and the 


1 of the Holy N be with' 9 


AP 235 In the Method of our Aceelsto 

the Father.” Eph, ii. 18. For -thro' bim. 
E, Chriſt, we both have = acceſs, by one 
un, to the Father. If 1 Jobn v. 7 

be genuine, the Spirit is expreſſy diſtin 
puifhed from both Father and Son, as a 
diſtinct Witneſs, and therefore as a diſ- 
___ Perſon.) 'Conider Job: xv. 26. 


When 


= 1154 been e * Ken in 
8 with the Arians, de not 


1 " „ 


quote 
this Text. Auſtins labouring ſo hard to prove his 


Point from ver. Sth, ſhews that he was unac- 
| | quainted 


#6: "OY beak Teſtimony to the ſame 


po, ys a 


8 
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When the: Advocate. is com bum I wi 
fend. unto you. from 'the Father... 1, Cor. 


vi. 11. Bur ye are rat d in the Name of 
the' Lord Jeſus, and and by the 28 5 of eur. 


Thus I have . to prove | 
from Scrip ture, that the Father, the Son, 
and the Holy Spirit are three dilinct Per 
e W ſons, or Spirits, inaſmuch as each of 
them is, ee that Book, Ae 


2 of as having an Underſtanding and Will, 
þ &c. diſtinct from the other x. = and. 
f ſuch things are affirmed of each of them, 
as cannot, with any Propriety, be affert- 
ed of the other Two. J 3 
Now theſe three Spirits gt either 
be Equal or Unequal. If they are aſe». 
: lutely equal, and any one of them be 
| hereafter proved to be Gad, according 
to Def. I. there muſt be three Gods, 
confrary to Ax. I. If they are Unequal, = 
we mult find out in What reſpect Fas 1 


quainted with ver. zen. which Verſe would 1 
have ſaved him much needleſs Pains, and weak Rea- 
ſoning. Mr. En ie fas, (Reply to Mr. Marten, 
p. 145.) Think | Rx 21% there is m Hui. 
dence of one ancient Greek M. yet A in the Warth, 

which warrants this Text, Ih 

. 5 2 | one 


* 


* 0 j 
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7% | 1 Demnnfratio of | 
one of them is ſuperior to the ben 


und to which particular Perſon this Su- 
penority is applicable. — Now a FED 


| . 


may he ſaid to be „ N to Another, 
„ ref. his Original or Ex- 
tract. Thus if any one derives his Ex- 
- iterice from che Wan: and Power of ano- 
ther, whether by Creation, Generation, 
or any other Way, He is inferior to that 
Perſon in reſpect of his Original. For 
ſurely tis more honourable to Beget than 
to be Begotten, to Create than to be Cre- 

ated, &c. 
Tt 70h reſpect of his Peſanal ade | 
ments and Mental Powers. Thus if a 
Perſon receive Knowledge from another, 
or is leſs knowing than that other, He is 
| inferior to him in reſpect of the Deriva- 

tion or D of bis mental Powers. 
Our Savior has determined it to be more 
bleſſed to give probes fo receive, Acts xx. 35. 
And is it not more excellent to poſleſs 
any higher Perfection or Qualification, 
either in Kind or Degree, than a lower? 
Io poſſeſs, Ex. Gr. Abſolute Omniſci- 
ence Fe a finite Knowledge, even in the 
moſt cxalted degree? To poſſeſs any 
1 able Qualification independently on 
= another, 


%. 


— 
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another, than by Derivation from Him, 
as 4 Grant by Fat. 
3. In reſpect of his External Circum- 
Pances. and Relative Capacities, Thus 
if a Perſon receive from another a Com- 
miſſion. to execute Authority and Domi- 
nion over others; or is ſent, and em- 
ployed in any Buſineſs, however impor- 
tant, by another; He is inferior to that 
other Perſon, as acting in an inferior Ca- 
pacity, and ſtanding in the Relation of a 
Deputy, an Under-Agent, or Servant to 
Him. For ſurely it is more to iſſue 
out à Commiſſion, than to act under 
one: To have every one act according to 
our on Will in all things, than to act 
according to the Will of any one in every 
thing. Surely it is more honourable to 
ſend, than to be ſent. The Servant ts 
not greater than his Maſter, nor be that is 
ſent, greater. that he that ſent bin. 
John xiii. 16. that is, he is inferior 


to the Sender, l 
; : ; 
: ” 

4 *% 


7 
Wo 
22 
. 
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1 
1 
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7 * Chrj FY br inferior to the Father 


1 to a Father. 

The Senſhip of Chriſt iced not now be 
P ori it is the united Voice of 

ure, Luke i. 35. John viii. 54, Ads 
1 6. 1 (See Prop. II.) 
and of Antiquity. Con implies 
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* 1 % ” 7 
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tho: ſome Sons do not, properly ſpeaking, 


thers, who are only Inſtruments or Mi- 
ring Cauſes made uſe of by God to 
introduce a new Creature into the World; 
yet Chriſt is certainly fach a Son as re- 
ceives his Exiſtence from pe ather, as 

a proper Efficient Cauſe.— may in- 
— be filed areal Falte. to all intelli- 
gent Beings; for in Him we hve and 
mode and exiſt. Acts xvii. 28. Heb. xii. 
9. But He is the Father of Chriſt Jeſus 
in ſome peculiar eminent Senſe, and 
therefore the Latter is called his only be- 
gotten Son, ' John i. * and the firſt 
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PROPOSITION: 2 


1. IN reheat of his Originel, as a Son 


Derivation of Being and Life. Now 


receive their Exiſtence from their Fa- 


1 — "oY & «a 
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born, Rom. viii. 29. firſt begotten, Heb.- 
i. 6. and the firſt. — of every Creature, i 
Con $83 7:4 

Ear indeed are laid to he boon of” 

Gods and to be of or from God. Jahn ics | 

Jab. iii. 9. —iv. 7.—v. 1, 4, 18. 
159 I am perſuaded no fincere Diſ- 
ple of Jeſus, Chriſt will refuſe to, give 
Him the Pre- eminence in Sonfhip as well: 
as in every thing elſe, / Col. i. 18. and 
own Him as the Firft-born amon 2 
Brethren, Rom. viii. 29. But | 
a Son, and as ſuch,. inferior to the Fam 
ther. 

II. Jeſus Chriſt ; is inferior to the F "= 
ther in reſpect of the natural Powers ami 
Endowments of his Mind, which, how= - 
ever capacious and extenſive they are, 
are ſpoken of as Inferior to and * 
dent on the Father. | 
1. Our bleſſed. Lord's Knowledge. was 
inferior to the Father's, .in that it was 
communicated to him by the F ather, and 
alſo in that it is Limited, or in a leſs 
Degree. —His. Knowledge was derived 

to Him from the Father. The Father's 

Knowledge is underived ; for as the Ei- 

nee. ſo are the Label — The Son 8 

1 D 4 | Eſſence 
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With the ſeveral Fates and Periods of his 


tion. I would not be thought to ſpeak 


* 4 


| 


Effence' is derived by Generation, Fe 
therefore all his Powers and Endow- 
ments are deriyed too. Ax. I. Cop. III. 
Ihe Son's Knowledge Was inferior to 
the Father's, not 2557 with reſpe&- to 


its Derr but alſo in Degree; be- 


cauſe the Son really knew leſs than the 
Ather. Our Lord knew not the time 
"the Day of Judgment, which the Fa- 
er had an exact Knowledge of. Mark 


Xi. 32. Our Saviour nee led a particu- 


lar Revelation from God to acquaint him 


own Church. Rev. i. 1. The Revelarion 
which God gave umto bin. — Jeſus increaſ- 
ef in Wiſdom," Lute. 52. whereas the 
Father's Wiſdom is confeſſedly incapable 


- of Increaſe. Andwhat wonder? For when 
the Lygvs animated a human Body, it be- 


came ſubject to the Laws of Humanity, 
hereby the animating Spirit is much 


FCramped in the Exerciſe of its Powers. 
= A Child knows not what a Man does; 
= 7 or Reaſon gradually awakes, accordin 


ſettled Laws of the n Cone 


dminutively of our 'Savior's Knowledge 
For the OR aſcribes to Him a// the 


' 


I f OY - 13. ”, 2 7 by al Treaſures 
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| Fenn of Wiſdom and Knowledge, Col. 
by 95 rand Expreſſion Indeed! ' But 
i Wy e remembered, that it pleaſed 
| 60 Father that all a ſhould dwell. 
in Him, Col. i. 19. 50 that He derived 
it from the Father, an D on Him 
for the Continuatek d df it., | 
2. Our Lot er is inferior w 
the Father' 9, for R Was mu 
to Him by the Father” as has Eſſence 
alſo. was. Even all that inconceivable 
Stock of Power He exerted i in the Crea 
tion of the Univerſe, and. ſtill eerciſes 
in the Courſe of Providence, f from the 
Father. Heß. 1,92. 3. By. ubm He 
made the FEW bo (ie, Chriſt) bein 
the Brightneſs or Effulgence 7 . Fa 
ther's Glory, and — expreſs —=—Tmage 
| 95 Subſtance ꝙ Him (the Father] 4 
pholding all $7.4 17 power ful Word 
of Him. (the Fat 7 FER by N 
nade a Purgation of our Sins, &o. 

.. Our Savior's Will was inferior to 
the Father s, becauſe ſubject to it. Luke 
xxii. 42. Not my Will, but thine be done. 

John v. 30, {/ee# not my own Will, but 
; "oy Will ale the Father. Hence our bleſſed 
| : | bog * > 9. PY _ Lord 
OR, WA Wy 31 46561] 
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by 82 he i 22 7 | 
3 x Lord performed a proper Obedience, 


| as He himſe.f declares, 


ent Him, 


every Man, 1 Cor. xi. 3.2 
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Nom. V. 19. Phil. ii. 8. 
III. Our Savior's Miffon from the 
Father is an Evidence of his Inferiority 


to Him. 


Our Savior was ſent by the F ather, 
John xii. 49. 


For I have not jpoken of my/el} but the 
Father, who 275 He gave me a Com- 


mand what I ſhould ſay, &C. Jeſus Chriſt 


who before his "fect PA was in Hea- 


ven, came down from thence, not to to 
bis own Will, but the Will of Him That 


John vi. 38. 
IV. All our Bleffed Lord's Dominion 


and Authority was derived from the Fa- 


ther, therefore He was inferior to the 


. 
The Derivation of his Authority fol- 


Wl from the Derivation of his Bein g 


from the Father. { Ax. I. Cor. III.) The 


Subordination as well as Derivation of 
his Dominion is evident from hence, 


"that He who made him Head over all 
things, Eph. i. 22. was Himſelf the 
| Head of Chr it, as Chriſt is the Head of 


2 A gain, the 


F aher commirted all Judgment to 2 Son, 
* © 
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„bn v. 22. who at the appointed time 
20 deliver up to the F 1 that Re- 
gal Juriſdiction he received from Him, 
1 Cori xv. 24, 28. But as our Lord's 
Dominion is derived, ſo it is neither 
Univerſal nor Supreme as the Fathers 
is. It is indeed vaſtly extenſive, even 
cCo- extended with the rational Creation. 
His Dominion is not therefore ers: 
univenſal, becauſe of equal Extent with 
the Creation. For. an Univerſal Domi- 
nion, properly ſpeaking, is ſuch: as ex- 
tends over-all Perſons whatſaever,. without . 
exceptton. But ſince God, Who gave 
Jeſus Chriſt his extenſive Sway; mult in 
all reaſon be exempted from the number 
of his Subjects, /1 Cor. xv. 27. ] our 
Lord's Dominion cannot be Univerſal, . 
and therefore not Supreme. His Right 
to rule us Men, and our Obligation to 
an unlimited Obedience to him, is un- 
conteſted; but let us ever remember 
who conftituted him Heir of all things, 
Heb. i. 2. and highly exalted him, giving 
him a Name above every Name, Phil. ii. 
9. leſt when we confeſs by our Words 
and Actions that Jeſys Chriſt is Lord, 
we reſt in Him, and ſo rob the Father, 
5 f ? 


4 
i 


CY 
8 ** 


* * 9 — oa . 
of hole Honour we ought to bs very 
tender, of his unalienable Glory. The 


Primitive Fathers, at the ſame time they 
aſcribe to our bleſſed Lord a Juriſdiction 


/ over the whole Creation, take care to 


| inform us, that this is not an Original 
but a derived Authority. Conſider Max. 
Ki. 27. —XXVIIL. 18. Abr 1, Jo” Heb. 
li. Won 

V. To (Reſt EP : The Bone own 
Confeſſion puts his Inferiority to the Fa- 
ther paſt all Diſpute. John xiv. 28. 
My Father is greater than I. For in 
whatever reſpect the Father is greater 
or ſuperior to the Son, in that very re- 
ſpect the Son is % or inferior to the Fa- 
ther. But though the Son be inferior to 


5 5 Father, yet the Grandeur of his Per- 


fon, and his Beneficence towards us, com- 
mand our higheſt Admiration, Eſteem 
and Gratitude. If any one from the 
Conſideration of the Inferiority of the 


Son to the Father, think fit to call our 


Saviour a Creature, meaning nothing 
by that Term, but a derived Being, of 


| indefinite Powers, ſubordinate to the 


Firſt Cauſe, let me caution him in a friend- 
- iy manner, leſt, by an unguarded Appli- 


cation of the Th erm pe to our 
bleſſed 


5003 "2 ee rr. "BY 
| bleſſed: Lord, he inſenſibly entertains as 
low and diminutive an Idea of our great 
Deliverer as our Trinitarian Brethren 
have generally affixed to that Word- 
The Scripture never applies the Term 
Creature to our Lord; God is faid to Be- 
get ; not to Create Him. And the Fa- 
thers are for the moſt part cautious of 
ſaying, He was Created. He is de- 
ſcribed as exiſting before all Creatures, 
therefore himſelf not one of them. He 
was a God to every Creature, .and there- 
fore nd Creature. Let us always:endea- 
vour to promote in our Minds the higheſt 
Eſteem and Gratitude for him, to boy <a 
under God, We owe all the Happineſs 
we enjoy now, or hope for hereafter. 
But yet as on the one hand, in point of 
Gratitude to ſo ſingular a Benefactor, we 
ſhould heartily rejoice in the Honour 
God has exalted him to in the higheſt 
Heavens; ſo on the other hand, in point 
of Duty to our God and his God, we 
ſhould not dare to adorn even a dying 
Redeemer”! with the incommunicable 
Glories of his God and Father. 

Con. If Jeſus Chriſt be inferior to 
the _ He wants thoſe Qya/; Nach | 

. whic 


85 eee - 
els 6 render” the Father his Su 


conſequently He is not poſſe 
1 and 9 18 2 5 
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"PROPOSITION IX. 


The Hol gere 10 2 to the Father 


| 4. | BbieGvior u che Packer, Pct 

* 1. As He is the Miniſter of the 

Father in the Revelation of his Will to 

| Mankind. 1 Cor. ii. 10. God hath rr. 
 wealed them unto us by rhe Spirit. 

2. The Holy Spirit intercedes wit 

- the Father for the Saints. Rom. viii. 
26, 27. This is not only an evidence 
of diſtinct Perſonality, but alſo of Infe- 

_ Tiority to the Father: for it were a Di- 
minution to the Father to intercede 
with the Spirit: and there muft be 


ſome Pre-eminence where there i is place 
tor Deropation. 

3. The Holy Spirit is at the diſpoſal 
of the F ather.— As being given by Him. 
John xiv. 16. And Iwill pray the Fa- 

_ and be * your another Advo- 
| cate 
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kate And as being /ent by Him. John 
Xiv. 26: But the Advocate, the Hei, 
Spirit, whom the Father will ſend in my 
Name. There muſt be ſome Superiority 
expreſſed by the Terms give and fend. 
elſe the Spirit might as properly be ſaid 
to give or ſend the Father as the Father 
Him, which is an Abſurdity ſurely no 
one will maintain. n 
þ H. The Holy Spirit is inferior to the 
on. E 
I. He is repreſented as at the Diſpoſal 
of the Son, as being ſent by Him, from 
the Father. John xv. 26. When the 
Comforter or Advocate comes, whom J 
will ſend unto you from the Father, if I 
depart I will fend bim unto you. 
2. As it is expreſly denied of the Holy 
Spirit, that he ſhould ea of bimpelf ; 
ſo it is expreſly aſſerted of Him, that he 
ſhould ſpeak what he ſhould Bear; that 
he ſhould receive of Chriſt and eu it 
to the Diſciples ; or in other words, that 
he ſhould receive his Meſſage or Commiſj- 
fron from Chriſt. John xvi. 13, 14. | 
Cok. Now fince Chriſt is inferior to 
the Father, / Prop. VIII. } and the Holy 
Spirit Inferior to the Son, / Prop. IX. / 
* . it 


* 
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i los that the Holy Spirit is, much | 
* amore, inſetior to the Father, conſę- 


quently at augreater: Tengove e from Proper | 

5 - Godheady which: 0 of no Inferioevy p 
| 

| 


2 


A all. al . 1 
„ Thbe fel Spirit — is a Perſon of 


eh SE incace,Dignity,and Majeſty, 
much ſuperior to any Angel or Arch- 
angel, or any other Perſon whatſoever, 
excepting God the Father and his only- 
| begotten Son. Let it then be conſidered, 
| that however great and glorious, how- 
ever mighty and Fee however wiſe 
and knowing, however venerable and 
| adorable; This Perſon is, and however 
intimate with and united to God the Fa- 
ther, whoſe Spirit He is; yet all that 
He is, and all that He does, is to be re- 
ſerred to Chriſt as the Author an 1 Taye” 
„ tain of it. 11 to 52275 24-24 0 
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{Brop: IX.) Therefore the Sen and 
Spirit are excluded from Godhead by 
Of I. Cor. V. as Inſeriors. Since 
y Inferior wants that Perfetion}. i 
hich conſtitutes another his Superior. 
But God has all poffible Perfections. 
By Ax. II. God is either all three Per- 
ond or only one of them. If the One 
God be all three Perſons,' He is a Com- 
nd of three Spirits, #409 of which are 
inferior to the Third, but this is an Ab- 
ſurdity. If the One God be one only of 
the Three, it muſt be the Father; be= 


cauſe He is ſuperior to the reſt," and the vx 
other Two are excluded as Inferiorr. 


II. The Father is the original Author 
or Firſt Cauſe of all things, and dame: 
fore God, by Def. I. Cor. III. | 
The er is not the Fir/f Cauſe; ; E 
thou gh our bleſſed 5 be ſpoken of as 
the a of all Things, 966. 13. 
Col. i. 16. Vet we know Father 
made the Worlds by the Son, Heb. i. 2. 
and created all 5 Wet * _— 
iii. 9. Hence I infer, Wii. 
1. That the Son can be only a Minis ö 
firing or Secondary e Cauſe. | 
WW - Gor. III. „ ts N * [ * O's | 
wo a! 2. That 


90% * r 


2. That the Father is: Bu 
e er Bf: Canftob all gs. 
I go one ſtep further; as Chrif/is the 


Author or Cauſe of the Unwerſe, (Col. i. 


16.) ſo the Furber is the Author or Cauſe. 
of the Sen, (John vi. 57. I live by the 
Father) and — without. doubt the 


Firſt Cauſe. The Holy Spirit is not the 


Firſt Cauſe ; for if the Son made the Spi- 
rit (of which the Scripture. makes no 


_ expreſs mention) the latter is a Deriyative 
Being, and ſo not the Firſt Cauſe which 


is underived. And if the Son; did not 
make the Spirit, ſince the latter has — 


rivative Powers, He is a derivating Bein 
and therefore alſo not the Firſt Cauſe 


Ax. I. Cor. III. The Derivation of his 
Powers _ from. g. VII. and 


Ix. 5 
III. The Father Alone is Self-exibent; 
This follows from his being the Fin 
| Cauſe, and. is a Perfection 1 
from the Deity. | Def. I. Cor. I. — The 
Son has a derivative Exiſtence, as being 
Begotten. Ax. I. Cor. II. The Holy 

Spirit has derivative Powers, glorious 
| however beyond Conce 

fore is a dien, 
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ion; and there- 
Being. Cor. zd. 
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Ax. I. Since then the Son and Spirit 
are both derived, the Father alone can 
be underived and conſequently Gal. 
IV. The Father is the Original and 
Supreme Governor of all Things, and 
therefore God by Def. I. Cor. IV. 
The Father is the Fountain of all 
that Authority and Dominion'the Son is 
inveſted with. If by Judgment, John 
v. 2a, be meant Rule or Sway, the Fa- 
ther committed it all to the Son; but 
if it be meant of the Judicial Proceſs of 
the laſt and great Day of Judgment, the 
Father ordained the Son to be Judge of 
the Living and the Dead, Ad, x. 42 
Xvii. 31. Rom. ii. 16.—It was the Fa- 
ther put all Things under Chriſt's feet, 
1 Cor. xv. 27, 28. made Him Head over 
all Things, Eph. i. 22. and gave all 
Things into his hand, John iii. 35. xii. 
3. So that our Saviour's Dominion is de- 
rived, and therefore ſubordinate to that 
of the Father, who muſt conſequently 
be the only Original and Supreme Ruler, 
even of the Son himſelf. —The Holy 
Spirit never has Dominion aſcribed to him 
I in Scripture,” much — $apreme Do- 


"of 
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on. Neither do I ever find him 
li called Gad in the Holy Writings.“ To 
| conclude; Since the Holy Spirit has no 
| Dominion aſcribed to him in Scripture, Y 
and the Son only 4 1 one; it 
follows that the Father is the Original 
and Supreme Governor of all Things. 
. The Father is repreſented in 
Scripture as the Cod as well as the Fa- 
tber of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. (1) By 
|| Chriſt Himſelf, John xx. 17. I aſtend 
unto my God and your God.  (2.) By 
St. Paul, Rom. xv. 6. 2 Cor. i. 3.— Xi. 
331. Eph. i. 3. 17. Col. i. 3. Heb. i. 8, 
9. 0 * By St. Peter, 1 Pet. 1. vi 3. ) 
1 Buſed be the: God and Father of. our * 
Ten Yeſus Chrift.. (4.) By St. John, 
Rev. i. 6. And hath made us Kings and. 
Prieſts to his God and Father. 
VI. Chriſt the faithful and true Wit- 
| neſs expreſly aſſerts the Father to be not 
eh , bur the onþ rue. e 
| 
| 
| 


2 — 


(As to Acts v. 3, 4. Thou haft not liad unto man, 
zur unte God. —The plain and obvious meaning of 5 
theſe words is, that attempting to deceive inſpired 5 
perſons. was not barely the crime of attempting to 
deceive men, but was in effect an attempt to de- 
cdeive God Himſelf, by whoſe Holy Spirit thoſe 
men were inſpired. ff $ 
pro» Oy. John 
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i. his Miſſion from the Father. St. 
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John xvii. 3. Thic it eternal Life) that 
they nay know thee the only true God, 
and Him, whom thou haſt ſent; Jeſus 
Chriſt.” Here our Saviour expreſſy diſtin- 

| guiſheshimfelf from the on/y true Bod, his 
Father, ver. 1. by another Character, 


4 


Paul ſtiles the F ather, the one C 
4obom” are all Things, in contra-diſtine- 
tion to Jeſus Chriſt the an LORD by 
whom are dll Things, 1 Cor. viii. 6. 
Epb. iv. 6. The Apoſtle calls che 
Father the one Gad and Father of all, 
who is above all, &c. as expreſly diſtin- 
guiſhes himſelf from the one Lord, and 
the one Spirit, mentioned ver. 4. 4. J. In 
this Text the Title of one Lord is indeed 
as much appropriated to Jeſus Chriſt, a2 
that of the one God is to the Father. 80 
that as Jeſus Chriſt the one Lord is ex- 
cluded from being the one Gad; ſo the 
one Od, the Father, is excluded from 
being the ane Lord, and that for a very 
god xeafon, becauſe it was God that 
made Jeſus Lord as well as Cor of. "Ads | 
ii. 36. 

t. Peter Rides: the Father of 5 
chan the God of - ens and of Iſaac; 


Mi and 


„ eee 


Neuß Acts iii. 13; and our Lord inti- 


Jews," John viii. 54. Now the God of 
; . — &c. was the God of the Jews, 
and the God of the Jews was the on 


true God; therefore the Father of our 


Lord jeſus Chriſt is the only true God. 
Since then the Father is ſuperior to the 


Jon and Spirit; ſince He is the _— 
th 


Author and f e Governor of the 


Uniyerſe; ſince He is the God as. well 


he Father of Jeſus Chriſt, nay che 


| only true God, He is Gad, in the ſenſe 


of DS. I; and een He alone; 5 


K. by Ar. - 
Con. If the Dackes alone be God, the 


Son and Spirit, being diftinf# Perfons 
om Him, are excluded from proper 


Divinity; but being arent to I 
much more ſo. 


Thus I have endeavoured' to prove 


from hol y Soripture, that the Father, the 
Son, yard the Holy Spirit are three" dif- 
Hub Perſons, of which the Father only is 


God —Now let the Reader try, What 
conſiſtent Ideas he can form of the fol- 


* W * our Tri- 
| nitarian 
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an _— the God of our Fathers, the 
mates that his Father was God of the 
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nitarian Brethren expreſs their Senti- 
ments about chis Momentous Point. H 
0 Trinity. 


I. G Ir three Perſons. Waterland's g 


Defence, 5. 34 49: $56. LS ESTES L446 iy 4 Nr 


If the word Perjans ee deter- | 
minate Idea, the Propoſition has no Pre- 
dicate, and therefore nothing is affirmed 
of the Subject. If it fignifics Intelle # | 
gent Agents; viz. Spirits, then the Pro» 
Poſition. will be reducible; to this incon- 
ſiſtent one. Gau, ot the One intelligent 


agent or e pafefe o all pſi 


* Dr. Watts allows the word Perſon 1 Jt | 
common language, one ſingle intelligent 8 

agent, or a principle action that has utderſlanding | 
and will, This uſe of the word would not ſuit his 
hypotheſis, and 2 BY 25 it in a ſenſe near ain 
to the common. But what that ſenſe 
is he does not 1 8 us; ; omly i in general is ſatisſied, 


if we will EN ew abs inction between the ſacred 


n 


vw YH 


Three, as 4s. je port their diſtiuct charatters 
Tg 605 2 ed to — ba Yor Doc. 
| p. 1457 146, and Pref. p. vi. 


give us ſuch 7 


* 12 ſuch confiderable l 


accurate Explications of their terms, we muſt not 


wonder chat authors of inferior abilities put us off 
with mere unmeaning words. The word Perſon is 
a plain Engliſb word; and ſhould either not be uſed 


at uh, or uſed in ep es and prophr els, 1 "4134 


4 £03 I 3 * 
aN | "Prrfoitiong 2Y 


3 4 — n 20 | 
1 Perfettions, i 1. three nn en * 
| ur. 1 446% Fares 6h 8 [4 
II. Father, Son, and Holy Chef, ore |- 
Eber 'Perjons,. _ ane fingly\God,. \and 
to all. * one G Waterland': * 
| Ls nia) 0109 533 | 
Die a Sie, Dee 1. therefors if 
n Perſon be God, a, each. 8 A 
13 irit; 3 conſequently 2 CC. P ons 
Z — three Spirits: and therefore three 
Gods; not one Ged. Juſt as three Per- 
ſons, each of whom is à Man, would be 
thiee! Men, not one Man. But does 
not. the Notion of three Perſons making 
all together the one God claſh with the 
Ys Ln of the Divine Being ? Does it 
not rep reſent the one God as a Compound 
made up of Father, Son and Holy Spi- 
it, as its Conſtituents? whereas God 
- 38 a moſt mplæ or uncompounded Being. 
Dl. Cor. II. and De,. II. Cor. IV. 
III. We Father it God, the Son God, 
and the. Holy Ghoft God, and They are the 
One God. Waterland's 2d; Def. P. 424. 
If the Father tegetber with the Son and 
8 irit be Cod, how comes it to paſs, 
# 2 the Father alane is led God, that 
the 8855 Ghoſt, alne {xccording to 
R „ 
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them) is called God ? The way to know' 
whether the word Gd be uſed in the 
- fame Senſe, in the ſeveral Parts of this 
Propoſition, is to ſubſtitute the Defini- | 
tion of Gd in the room of the Word 
itiſelf. Thus God lignifies a Spirit of all | 
 poffible Perfeftions.— Now making the | 
proper Subſtitution, the Propoſition above 
will run thus : The Father is a Spirit of 4 
all poſſible Perfections, the Son (being a 
diſtinct Perſon) is another Spirit of al! 
poſſible, Cc. the Holy Spirit (being ano- 
ther Perſon) is another Spirit of all, &c. 
And yet They, viz. Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt, are the one God, viz. the 
one Spirit of all poſſible Perfections. 
Now the San and Spirit are not Spirits 
of all poſſible Perfections, being derived 
| Beings of derived Powers and inferior 
to the Father.—And to ſay, the Father, | | 
Son, and Holy Spirit are each of them 
„Ia Spirit, Cc. that is, altogether are three: 
e | Spirits, Sc. and yet but one Spirit, | 
Fc. is a flat Contradiction. Now it is 
an allowed Maxim, that neither Reaſon 
nor Revelation requires us to believe 
* Inconſiſtencies.—-If it be faid tb | 
Word God is uſed in two Senſes, though |] 
FF 
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vw * * 


in the ſame Propoſition, this poffibly may 


remove the Contradiction; but why 1s 
this practiſed in violationof the eſtabliſhed 
"Rules of ſound Reaſoning, which requires 
the fame Word to be uſed in the ſame 
r 
It is urged, © The Word God is ſome- 

A times taken eſſentially and ſometimes 


* perſonally.” This .is indeed a proper 


20 


Diſtinction. to ſerve an Hypotheſis, but 


real Knowledge; and calculated to con- 
found the ignorant, nay the learned Rea- 
der too, when he is not fully upon his 


guard. — Though the main current of 


Scripture plainly-declares Jeſus Chriſt to 
be the Son of the 24 true God, yet there 
arte ſome particular Texts, the miſunder- 
ſtanding of which has led ſome very 
pious Perſons into the Notion of the 
3 7 Diety of our bleſſed Savior.— 
However, it looks to me as if the Spirit 


3 of God, foreſeeing the general Spread of 


the Trinitarian Scheme, and being zealous 
for the Peerleſs Majeſty of the ſupreme 


Being, dęſignedly guarded againſt it. 
| For where any Texts ſeem to raiſe the 
- , Glory of Chriſt to an Equality as, 


7 11 


perfectly uſeleſs as to the conveying any 


* 


. | G | 
G 
G 
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Vodd and Father, we have always others 


former, and prevent their being miſun- 


to aggrandize our Saviour, and to excite 
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directly calculated to caſt a light on the 


derſtood, when duly attended to. The 
Texts of the former ¶aſs ſeem. deſigned 


our Gratitude- to, expreſs itielf in = 
loftieſt Sentiments of our great Deliverer, 
and the moſt active Obe he to. W 
ho ring: Fiche) for our 
but is now exalted to 0 Rag 
of the Majeſty on high. 
Texts of the Ter Claſs, place God on 
the Throne, and teach us while we con- 
„feſs Jeſus. Chriſt as Lord, to do it to the 
Olory of God the Father. Phil. ii. 11. 

I ſhall produce ſome Texts which ſpeak 
loudly 5 Grandeur of our Saviour's 
Perſon, and ſhow that They are Fn 
from - proving his Equality with that 
God, Tho 155 the * — — | Beſtower 
vh; whatſoever He is and has. 

I. John i, 1. The WORD was. with 
God and the WORD was God.—Rom.. | 
ix. gw: Chriſt—7b0 is over all God bleſſed | 


Ku ever, Amen. 


Theſe and the like Paſſa ges, "wa be 
re in — Mannet — with | 
ay | other f 
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"other Parts of the {acre Writings.— 
Now the Scripture can in no wife be 
thought to defi the term Orts, When 
ZE Aided to Chriſt, an Honour equal" to 
What it pays the Pather "by the" term 
"a Glos, becaiuſe'; | LIC pg. 
I. As the Son is a Ame Being "FOR 
"the Father (Prop. VH were the former 
advanced to an equal Honour with the 
Aatter, by the term God, the 
would be chargeable with maintaining 
to Gods, contrary to Reaſon and its own 
expreſs Declaration. For ſince the Fa- 
ther is Gad, Prop. X. in the Senſe of 
- Def. I. were the Son God in the fame 
Preciſe Senſe, there muſt unavoidably be 
two Gods. What are rue Gods, but 
two Beings towhom the ſame Definition 
kc the word God evidently ? 

'-2. The Scripture aſſerts the Superiority 
"of the Father to the Son, Prop. VIII. 
Now ſince Equality is abſolutely incon- 

\fiſtent with Superiority, the ſacred Wri- 
ters cannot be ſuppoſed, in chis and the 

like Texts, to Triton a full Equality. 

3. An equal Honour gannot be con- 

cluded from the Word @eo; ; \ becauſe 

the n ae the lame Titles to 
_— 


ce © wv 
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Angels and Men, who are inferior to 
Chriſt. Nowy if the Works of Chriſt's 


Hands are called.Gogs, without advance- 


ing them to an Equality with Him, Who 
is Bei, God; why may not Chriſt him- 
ſelf, the only- tten of the Father, 
be honoured with the Title of God, 
without advancing him to an Equality: 


with Hit Gad? 


4. An equal Himour cannot be-intendet 
by the Title God, becauſe: our Saviour s 
Divinity is derived; whereas the Father Ss 
Divinity is underived, which muſt cer- 
tainly be more honourable. —If by Deity 


or Divinity, according to ſome, we un- 


derſtand Authority ar Dominion, all our” 
Saviour's Deity was derived, Matr. a 1. 
I 8.— All Pawer is given unto me in 
and in Earth. If Deity, according BY 0 
others, be referred to Nature ; his Sub- 
ſtance, conſequently his Deity, was corn 
municated to Him by the Father. An, 
vi. 7 I live by the Pather.. IP 
To. ſecure. the /upr eme Honour” to 
us 'p ather he is tiled, d cos, whereas. 
the Son is ſtiled only ©cos, without the 
—'This Emphatical Inſertion of 


ty he (5) when the Father is men- 
« x tioned 
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tioned, and the deſigned, Omiſſion of it 
when another Perſon is ſpoken of, is 
S taken notice of by ſeveral of the Fathers.” 
6. But effectually to prevent any ill 
Conſequences arifing from ſuch a ſeem- 
ingly unguarded Application of the term 
Gos to Jeſus Chriſt, we are told, that this 
Son of God had a Perſon above Him, 
who is called his God. Heb. i. 8, 9. But 
10 the Son be ſaith, Thy Throne, O God, 
it for ever and ever—therefore God, thy 
God, hath anointed thee with the Oil of 
' Glaanefe above thy Fellows, or thoſe that 
were 


rere Partakers with thee in Dominion, | 

on which Account they might be called 

As to Rom, ix. 5. mentioned above, 

God over all, can ſignify no more than 

Head over all, Eph. i. 22, that is, Ruler 

over all. Now this Headſbip of Chriſt 
is either Inherent and Original; or 
Communicated and Derived. Original | 

it cannot be, becauſe God the Father 
gave Him to be Head over all Things, 

and put all Things under his Feet. And 

if it be Communicated, He whoſe it was 

originally, muſt. be exempted from his 

Juriſdiction, 1 Cer, xv. 27. as being 
|. himſelf 


) 
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himfelf Sup reme. Hence the Dominion 
of our bleſſed Lord is neither Vivera. 
1. without Exception, nor Supreme, 4 
i. e. Superior to all. Upon the whole;. 
we fee. that Scripture hath ſufficiently: 


_ guarded againſt our confounding the Heity E 


of the Son, with the Deity of the Fa 
ther, or putting them on a Leve. 
"IS Job, 30.1 and the Father are One. 
The judicious Calvin obſerves,” this 
Text has been abuſed in being brought 
to prove the Son's conſubſtantiality to 
the Father. For in this Place Chriſt is 


not ſpeaking concerning the Unity of Sub- 


ance, but of Vill, or Defign*, which 
he has with the Father, that it might 
be manifeſt that all Things which Chriſt 
did, were done by Virtue of the F ather 
who dwelt in Him.” I 
This Text fully proves our Saviour's | 
Power to ſecure his faithful ones from 
being overpowered and deſtroyed by their 
implacable Enemies. "Tis as if he had 


ſaid, „It is one and the ſame Thing, 


whether you. are in my Hand, or my 


Father's, you bal be as effectually ſe- 


cured by me, as if God himſelf bad 


ö lb he int rets, n 1 
55 . | x E-4 - taken 


= | * 
. 104 iP Demon Warr * 


” 


© taken you under his immediate Ge; * 


for 1 and the Father ate One, our 


Hearts and Hands are united in your. - 


8 Defence and Protection. 


This Expreſſion, I and the Father are 


One, does not prove. our Saviour intended 


to make Himſelf one Being with the 
Father, any more than the like Expreſ- 


fon will prove the collective Body of 


(-hriſt sone t * ons XVII. 11. 
FR, Hh 


| * When the 15 8 our | Lined Jeſus with 
ee in making himſelf equal with. God, 


> x. 33, how does he Anſwer the Charge? 
she fay, tis true. e EE. and. - 


Fad? be atcounted; 15% Supreme: G the 


wery ſame Eſſence with the Ehe No ſuch Aung, | 


but he retreats to an inferior Senſe of the Character 
of God, and Son of God; and then juſtifies his 
aſſuming it in that lower Meaning, . 34, 35, 36. 
Jeſus anſwered them, Is it not written in your Law 
2 yeare Gods? If be calld them (viz. Magiſtrates) 
ds; fay ye of u (not who is God by Nature, 
and in the ſame Face, > but * * the Father 
hath Jantiified and ſent into ord, Thou b 
| 2 [ 12 1 Le Sen of. God? ꝗ. 47 1 
make myſelf; Gad or did 1a "fn 5 more than 


Fikd Gods, and Children of the Mojt- High? 1 0 
T. who have à preater Commiſſion 2 uthority 


they from God, have. only filed myſelf SON of Gee 
e word lth e 4 


15 


your Law àſcribes to Men in Authority; are not theſe 


C 
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Holy F ather, keep "theſe in thy Name, 
WH thou buſt” * me, that: they" | 
may he One, 2% as So ver. arten 1 
they all may be D as > di Father, art 
in ne, and I in thee'; that they alſo may 
One in us. So ver. 22. That wy 
One, as we are One. 
HFlere the Onene eſs of Believers et 
themſelves is ſaid to be as, agus, 
1 of Chriſt and his Father. But 
Believers are not one Being; no, nor; 
Chriſt and his Father; | becauſe: NO 
Perſons. Prop. VI. SJ ct. oo 
III. Col. ii. 9. 1n hin Jivelleth all the” 
 Flilneſs of the Godhead bodihy. A grand 
Expreſſion indeed, calculated to —. 
the higheſt Veneration for the ſacred Per- 
ſon 'of our bleſſed Lord. But remem 
ber, Chriſtians, that whatever Fulneſt 
_ our Saviour poſſeſſes, it pleaſed: the Farben 
that al that Fulneſs ſhould dwell in Him. 
Col. i. 19. Hence it is evident this 
Fultneſs is derived from another, and 
therefore proves the Poſſeſſor of it inferior 
to the F ather, Who communicated. it. ; 


allied myſelf to Cod, when I have affumtd nd mare - 
you allow to your Magi ates without © ence < 
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So that kalels the ſame Thing. can dee 
one Perſon both equal and inferior. to 
another; this Flag of the Gadbend can 
never prove Chriſt equal to, much. leſs 
the ſame Being. with the Father, who i is 
God, by Prop. X. 
| — further, Conũider that all the Pull. 
. neſs of the Godbead, is of like import 
E all the Fullneſs of God, Eph. iii. 19. 
and therefore this Latter, N all 
Believers may be filled with, will prove 
them to mag God, as ſtrongly as the 
Former, which it pleaſed the Father 
mould dwell in Chriſt, proves bis ſu- 
preme Godhead. But the one is abſurd, 
therefore the other is ſo too. | 
IV. Col. i. 16. For by Him were all 
Things created that are in Heaven,and that 
are on Earth, &c; The Father indeed 
ſeems to appropriate this glorious Work 
of Creation to Himſelf. J. xliv. 24.— 
And the Adoration the 24 Elders 
Pay to Him that fat upon the. Throne, 
Was founded on his having created all 
Things. Rev. iv, 11.— However, St. 
Paul Schrell aſcribes Creation to Jeſus 
_ Chriſt, Col. 1. 16. as St. John has done 
the * of all . * 1. 3.— 
Ie But 


> 7 
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But are we under a neceflity of concluding 4 
from hence, that the Son is equal to the 
Father, or the /ame Being with Him? 
Sdrely No. —If 1955 the Kader be the 
only {vg how comes Jeſus Chriſt 
to be the Subject of Creative Powers ? 
I anfwer, Chriſt may properly be ſaid 2 
create, if the Father communicated. * 
Creative Powers to Him; and actually 
created all Things by Him. Eph. iii. g. 
Heb. i. 2.— Thus the Father has the Pre- 
| eminence of being the Perſon Of. ub 
re all Things, and the Son is really the 
5 By whom are all T. bing. or in 
plain Engliſp, the Father is primari/ 
Creator, — the Son ſecondarily or 1757 
ordinately. And what wonder 1s it, that 


the ſame work of Creation is aſcribed 


D the Father, who was Superintendant . | 
and Director; and to the Son, who was 


his Agent and Miniſter ?—Indeed, ſtrictly f 


ſpeaking the Act of the Son, who is a 


diſtinct Perſon from the Father, is not 
the Act of the F ather. . And the Father 
and Son cannot, in the ſame reſpect, be 
ſaid to perform the ſame individual 
Actions; yet Commun Speech will juſtify. 
the * g the ſame Action KG two 
541 | E 6 Perſons. 3 
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18 Perſons; when: they both had a concert 


in it; when the one communicated the 
Ability of doing it to the other; when 
the one ordered and directed, the other 
officiated and acted under the firſt, as 
His Miniſter and Agent. Ax. VII.— And 
as Common Speech juſtifies this Manner 
of Ext preſſion, ſo the Scripture being 
Writes. in the common, not in the Phi- 
Tofophical Lan is not to be ſup- 
ror to uſe all the + Accuracy of a Ma 

thematieal Diſcourſe. It ſpeaks. 4 the 
common People talk, not' as Mathema- 
- ticians write. Ex. Gr, when it ſpeaks 
of the Sun's fanding fill,” and when it 
aſcribes Bodily "Parts and Ations to 
God, &c.—T might add, that if in ſtrict 
Propriety of Speech the Father ory did 
create, according to / xliv. 24. and 

| every other Perſon be excluded fromany | 
Concern in the Work of Creation, then 
the Son dic not create ar all, contrary to 
the above cited Texts, unleſs He is the 
Father. Whereas He is proved a diſtinct 
Being from the Father. Prop. VI. 

V.. John xvi. 30. Now we know hat 
#hou knoweft all Things, xxi. 1 Ty Lord, 
Lon Rnoweſt all T. in: al , 

Flere 


the SCRIPTTURE=TRINITY. Tog- 
Here a proper Ommſcience is ſupp , 
to be aſcribed to our bleſſed Lord, even 
fuch an Omniſcience as argues his ſu- 
preme Deity.— But that Jeſus: Chriſt is 
not equal to his God and Father in point 
of Knowledge, will appear from the fol- 
lowing Conſiderations impartiallyweigh- 
ed. Proper Omniſcience is as realhyj 4 
peculiar and incommunicable Attribute 
of God as Omnipotence. For if ni., 
mited Knowledge be a greater Perfection 
than limited, it is peculiar to God, by 
Def. I. And if God be the only inſi- 
nite Spirit, He only is the Subject of 
infinite Knowledge, conſequently it can 
properly be predicated of no other Per- 
ſon, and therefore not of our bleſſed 
Saviour, who is another. But further, 
Our Saviour expreſsly diſclaimed the | 
© Characters of an Omniſcient Being, Mark 
iii. 32, and aſcribed a Knowledge to 
the Father, which he himſelf was a_ 
Stranger to.—-Moreover, God is, in ex- 
preſs Words, faid to give him a Revelation 
of future Events, which ſurely implies 
his Ignorance of them, till thus revealed 
to him. See Rev. i. 1.— Beſides, the 
Inference the Apoſtles draw from this 
Wh; . Aſceription 
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believed He came from God, John xvi. 30. 
clearly ſhows they meant only an Ex- 
tenſive, but not an unlimited Knowledge. 


* 
M 
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Aſcription-of Omniſcience, viz. that they 


in, Our Saviour's Followers are ſaid 

to be taugt all Things, John xiv. 26. to 

be guided into all Truth, John xvi. 13. 
to have an Unction from the Holy One, 
and ' fo Eno all Things, 1 John ii. 20. 
Now would any ene from theſe Phraſes 
infer the' proper Omniſcience of the 
Saints, I am apt to think, he would be 
confuted by the Experience of every one 
of them. Whoever is acquainted with 
the Eaſtern way of addreſſing their Supe- 
riors, knows it was a common Compli- 
ment paid to their great Men and Pro- 
phets, to tell them, They knew all Things; 
that is, their Knowledge was very ex- 
tenſive— The high Notion the Woman 


£ 


of Samaria had of the Meſſiah's Know- 


ledge, is expreſſed by his Telling all 


Things, John iv. 25. and yet this Wo- 
man had no thought of aſcribing Deity 


to the expected Meſſiah. Somewhat like 


this we find in the Woman of Tekhoah's 


Speech to David, 2 Sam. xiv. 20, My 


Lord is wiſe according to the Wiſdom of 
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an Angel of God, to know all Things that 
SEM TIED. HO BR OR 
Theſe Things conſidered, it is plain 
the Apoſtles-could not confiſtently with 
our Saviour's Declaration, and the Rea! 
fon of Things, aſcribe a proper Omni 
ference to their Maſter, —I would not be 
underſtood to ſpeak, or even think, any 
Thing leſſening or degrading of the 
Knowledge of Chriſt Jelus, my power= 
ful Creator and unwearied Benefactor, 
in whom are hid all the Treaſures” of 
W iſdom and Knowledge, who ſearches 
the Reins and Hearts, who knew al! 
Men and what was in Man, who was 
the Word of God, in whoſe fight every 
Creature is manifeſt, to whoſe Eyes 
Things are naked and manifeſt, "who 
made all Things, and of courſe muſt 
know what Powers he gave to his own 

Works. But yet in juſtice to Scripture 
and Truth, I muſt give the Precedence 
to his God and Father in reſpe& of 
Knowledge, both as to the Degree and | 
Communication of it. _ 
VI. Heb. i. 6. Let all the Angels of God 
worſhip Him. — In Pfal. xcvii. 7. whence 
this is thought to be taken, we read thus, 
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V "OY _ ye ez — The Ray on 
why the e Angels are called his. [Chriſt 4 
Fellows (ſays Mr. Peirce on Hebr. i. g.) 
in be fetched from what they were before, 
end nat what they were after his being 
| anointed or inaugurated. After his being 
anointed, they were no longer his Fellows, 
ut his Sbjct ects ; but before it, they were 
artners or Sharers with him in the Go- 
verument of the World, they preſiding over. 
| ther reſpettive Provinces, as he did over 
| T/rael. See the ſame Writer on Col. ii. 
"VM Perhaps i in this Senſe of Dommion, 
or on. account of this Authority they 
exerciſed over. their reſpective Provinces, - 
the Angels may be called Gods in the 
Old Teſtament. Though it is obſer⸗ 
vable that in the New Teſtament, they 
never have Godhead or Dominion a- 
4 en 
Whether upon God's having in- 

= 82h his Firſt-begotten, the Meſſiah, 
into the World, the good Angels were 
not diveſted of that Dominion and Au- 
thority which gave them a Right to the 
Title of Geds, under the 0 d Teſtament 
Diſpenſation, Col. ii. 15. Hebr. i. 97 
N whether it was not in token 91 
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their voluntarily Subjection to this Great 


Perſonage, that they were commanded - 


ply him Homage as their lawful Soe. 
reign, ſet over them by his. Heavenly 
Father. P/: ii. 6, 77 If theſe Queries 
be anfwered in the affirmative, the Reader» 
will eafily ſee the Reaſon of their loſing 


of that Authority, which was the ſole 
Foundation of it. +." LPS OR 
Was not Jeſus Chriſt worſhiped on 
Earth by thoſe, who never entertain'd a 
Thought of his being the moſh high God? 
Mat. Ii. 11. The Magi worſhiped him 


Was He direfly addreſſed to by Stephen, 
Acts vii. 59-? the bleſſed Martyr ſau the 
Son of Man flanding on the rigbt Haud 
God, ver. 55. - As for Rev. v. 13. 
Was a Vijfon, ndt a Precept, nor an 
Example propoſed for our: Imitation. 
A ; Whether 


to worſhip Him, Heb. i. 6. that is, to 


= 


the Title of Gods upon the Expiration | 


as King of the Fews, ver. 2.—Xiv. 33. 
His Diſciples. worſhip'd him as the Sen 
Gd. Mar. v. 6. The Demoniac ran 
and worſhiped him as the Son of God, 
ver. 36.— ls there any Example of our 
 Eord's being worſhiped even after hie 


Aſcenſion, unleſs when ſeen-m full View? 


=. if Dkr of ©». , 
„ Whether the Holy Scriptures oblige 
| Chaidinns to, or countenance them in, 
rest Addreſſes to Jeſus Chriſt, is a Sub- 
ject worthy the ſerious Conſideration of 
every conſcientious Unitarian. - 
= The Miracles of our bleſſed Saviour, 
and his fitting as Judge in the judicial 
Proceedings of the laſt and great Day of 
Account, have been urged as ſtrong Evi- 
dences of his proper Divinity; therefore 
1 thought proper. to ſay ſomething to 
each of them, that ſo I might remove 
| theſe” Dithculties out of the Way of 
| © pious Perſons, who lay too much ſtreſs 
Ke them. 1 
I. Our ie 8 Miracles are nume- 
tous, evident, and aſtoniſhing ; but no 
proper Evidence of ſupreme Godhead i in 
. the Performer of them; for, 
1. They were Works which the Fe- 
ther had given, that is, enabled or com- 
— the Son to perform, and were 
ſuch as bore witneſs of Him, that the 
Father had ſent bim. John v. 36. x. 25. 
The Inference our. Lord draws from this 
mighty Power exerted by himſelf, viz. 
that 7he Father bad ſent him, would loſe 
w its force on ſuppoſition of its being 
„ | ory 


{ 


Ul 
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originally in him. A Power inherent 

and underived can by no means infer 
ſuch a Miſſion, though one communi- 
cated or derived may. Though God 
may juſtly be ſaid 2 do what he ena- 
bles another to perform, yet had our Sa= 
viour's Miracles required a Power to the 
Performance of them, ſuperior to what: 
God could communicate, even to Eis 

e Son; He himſelf could 
not properly be faid to be the Doer of 
them, but God only. For no Being 
can exert greater Power than it has or : 
„ — of receiving. No finite Being: 

n perform an Action, which requires 
infinite Power to the Performance of it 3 
becauſe infinite Power is incolmmutiie 

cable to ſuch a Being. 

2. It is upon Account of the Affſtanes 
God gave to Chriſt in working his Mira- 
cles, that He is ſaid to be with him. 
Ads Xt 38. Nay, ſo careful is our 8a- 
viour to give his Father the Glory of 
thoſe mighty Works, that he fays, The 
Father that dwelleth in me, He aoeth the 
Works, John xiv. 10. as though becauſe 
He performed them by a borrowed 
Power he had no Hand in them. * 
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| this add St. Peter's Words, 48s i ii. 22. 
Feſus of Nazareth, 4 Man approved * 
God among vou, by Miracles, and Non 
Aer, and Signs, which God did by 
Him — Nov if God did theſe Miracles 
by Jeſus Chriſt; I infer, Chriſt wrought 
them by a Communicated, not by an. 
inherent. Power, which cannot be ſaid 
of God, without a manifeſt Abſurdity. 
3. The Followers of our Saviour in 
che Miracles they wrought, could only 
exert a finite Power, and yet our Lord 
days, They ſhould, or might do greater 
Works. than He. John xiv. 12, conſe- 
quently. his own, were no convincing; 

Evidence of his Divinity... 

"I obſerve. a difference in the Style of 
Scripture when ſpeaking of the Apoſtles 
Miracles. — One while, Signs and Won- 
ders were wrought by the Hands of the 
= Apoſtles, Act: v. 1 4 and Stephen did 
great Wonders and Miracles, Acts vi. 8. 
Another while, God wrought Miracles 
and Wonders by Barnabas and Paul, 
Acts xv. 12. God wrought ſpecial Mira- 
cles by the Hands of Paul. Acts xix. 11. 
48g. The Spectators of our Saviour's Mi- 
males, 9 aſcribed them to a 
Pi Power 


the SexryTuRE-TamiTY. Try 
Power foreign to Him. They were tod 
well acquainted with the Miracles uf 
Moe, and others of their own' Prophets, ' 
hom they knew to be Men like them- 
ſelves, to argue any Thing more than 
an extraordinary Aſſiſtance in the Cafe 
of our bleſſed Lord. Nicodemus, upon 
a Conviction of Jeſus's Ability to work 
Miracles, came to him by Night, and 
after an Acknowledgment of his being 
4 Teacher come from God, argues thus; 
for no one can do theſe Miracles that thou 
Uoeft, except God be with bim, John iii. 2. 
Upon the Multitudes ſeeing a Cure 
wrought on the Paralytic, Z Sey won- 
. dered, and glorifird God, who had given 
ſuob Power unto Men. Mat. ix. 8.—$0 
upon the raifing a Widow's Son from the 
dead, Fear came on all, and they glorified * 
God, ſaying, \that a great Prophet is 
EL 3 Us; 2 that 62 Bath 
viſitæd his People. Luke vii. 16.— None 


of theſe Perſons oonclude the Author of 
_ - theſe Miracles to be God; but the one 
argues that, He was a Teacher come 
from God, and that God was with him; 
the others, that God muſt give him 
Power, and that a Prophet was riſen 
20 among 
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213 | A Demonſtration of 
among them. If the Reader conſults 
the following Texts, Mat. Xv. 31. Mark 
i. 12. Luke v. 25, 26.—xii 13.— vii. 


Ig. viii. 43.—he will fee how fre- 
quently Glory is given to God, on Ac- 
count of Miracles wr ought by Chriſt ; 
and that not only, by the Spectators, but 
by the Perfons themſelves, who received 
the Benefit of them. Neither did; the 

| Holy Jeſus think this Glory miſplaced, 
[| though transferred from himſelf to his 
| Father, One of the moſt conſiderable 
of our Saviour's Miracles was his raifing 
the dead. Now he claims to himſelf; a 
Power. not only of railing others from 
the dead, but himſelf alſo; John x. 18. 
and without doubt his Claim was juſt ; 
but yet this Power being derived, his 
Claim to it is in no wiſe repugnant to 
thoſe Texts whence I proved his own 
Derivation from the Firſt Cauſe. Nay, 
his owning the Receipt of this Power 
| from the Father, naturally leads us to 
aſcribe the Glory of the original Com- 
munication and Reſtoration of Life to 
the Father only. 


Our 
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Our Lord's Power to raiſe others is 
_ evident from his having Life in Himſelf, 
and the Derivation of this Power is 
proved from hence, that the Father 
gave to the Son to have Life in himſelf. 
John v. 26.— His Power to raiſe himfelf 
is expreſſed John ii. 19.—x. 18. and the 
Derivation of this Power is evident from 
Ax. I. Cor. III. for a derived Being can 
have only derived Powers. However, 
though Chriſt had undoubtedly a Power 
to raife Himſelf ſrom the dead, it does 
not appear that in af he did fo. - For 
the Scripture never Hiſtorical relates 
tis remarkable Event, as performed by 
the Son himſelf; but perpetually declares : 
that the Father did Actually raiſe him up 
from the dead, either immediately hy 
Himſelf, or mediately by the Hoh Spi- 
rit.—St. Peter aſſerts this, Act ii. 13, 
15, 26. and St. Paul, Gal, i. 1. St. 
Paul intimates the Apoſtles ſhould be 
falſe Witneſſes of God, if he had not 
| raiſed up Jeſus Chriſt. 1 Cor. xv. 15g. 
The Apoſtle's reafoning requires this 
Reſurrection to be performed by the 
Father, Eph. i. 17, 19, 20. That the 
God of our Lord Feſus Cbriſt — according 
" 12:3, 90 70 
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to al WAA of his mighty. 8 W 


Be wrought. in Chrift, when He raiſed 


Vun from the dead, aud ſet bim at his þ « 


own right Hand, &c. 2 Cor. iv. iv. 14. 


I Gal. i; 1. Heb. xiii, 20, 21, 
But after all, if any one inſiſt E | 


the Future Vark, ep ep, John ii. 19. .ren- 


- gdered I ww. raiſe 2 as an Evidence 
| to predict what 


that our Lord inten 
He wan do, and not barely to expreſs 

hat He could do, I defire him maturcly 
to conſider, 

I. That Verb expretiing an Adi, 
though in the future Tenſe, frequently 
"denote an Abiliiy of doing that Action, 


| zather than the Actual Pay of it. 


| See Gen. xvi. 10. 1 Kings iii. 8. Ex. iv. 
8 1. 1 Sam. xxvili. 2. 2 Sam. xix. 36. 
; Fob v. 12.-—XXIi. -2,. 13. E,. xxii. 18. 
 Frov. xx. 9. JV. xlix. 15. Fer. v. 22. 
Alter. n. 

2. The Jews ſeem thus to have un- 
derſtood our bleſſed Lord, John ii. 20. 


They could not conceive that He vb. 


Able to rebuild that Temple i in the ſpace 


of three Days, which had been F orty- 


ſix Years in building. — And what the 
Mts Witneſſes exprels * T will de efiroy, 


To and 
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apt SER erunz- Tn TY. 


SY 


ny | nd Fwd build; Mark Xiv.-.58., is in St. 


| Matthew,” I am able to: W . 150 
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8 4. ce have — + 4? 
and if it had been accom pliſhed, it, 
doubtleſs been related: a>: it likely, thag 
if our bleſſed Lord had told the Jes he 
would certainly raiſe himſelf, Jab. ii. 19. 
the Apoſtles ſhould conſtantly tell them 
in their Sermons, that the Father rated 55 

raving that is (as the Jews muſt under - 

ſtand them) that he did not raiſe him- 
ſelf ?—lIt is likely, that if the : 
remembered our Saviour had told them, 
he would actually raiſe himſelf, Jab, ii. 


22; they would never once have form- 


ed the ſucceeding Chriſtians,. that he 
really did fo; iy on the contrary, .haye” - 
frequently taught them that his Father. 
raiſed him, and even have argued. on 
that Suppoſition N Eph, i. 17, 20. 1 
Pet. i. 21.80 that it does not appear, 
it ever entered into the Apoſtles thoughts, 
that their Maſter raiſed himſelf, nor do 


they ever mention this as a paſt Fact. | 
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Bead, A K. 42. and that G 'wi 
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I 650 will judge the Secrets of Men by 


II. Our Lord Jeſus Chrift's ſitti 


P "Cor. v. 10. Which repreſent our Savi- 


Gut as the univerſal J Judge, ſome argue, 

5 hat He miuſt be God;- becuaſe the Pro. 
ceſs of that Day requires Powers ſu 

to what any Creature can be —. 

I allow the Final 
the moſt awful of our Lord's R 

- whether we regard 


to be one of 


egal Acts, 
the Grandeur and 
Solemnity of it, or the important Con- 


| ſequences of the reſpective Sentenees that 
all be paſſed on Good or Bad Men. 
But chen remember that He is ordne 


by God a Judge of che Living and the 


e che World by that Man, whom 
as ordained, "A#s xvii. 3 r. and that 


Jeſus Chriſt, * Rom. ii, 16. We know 


| -  Shdeed that God ſhall in Perſon judge no 
one, but has committed all Judgment to 
the Son, 1 v. 22. and it is fit our 
Lord ſhould receive a large Revenue of 
Glory on that account; Keg this — 


has 


3 Mage in the final Judgment, is no * 
| dence of his being the ſupreme God. 
From fach Text as Rom. xiv. 10. 
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Saviour's 
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dee en- Tüna rv. 3 
has the Father conferr'd oh the Sen, 


That all Men ſhould hopeur the Son as þ 


they honour the Father, ver. 23. Our 
are evident from the Father's ordaining 


hirn to the diſeharge of it : but from the 4 


Father's: appoin | 
it; we may inſer, that properly Divine = 
Powers are not requiſite ta the Execu- 
tion of it. For the Sor is inferior to the 
eee not God. By 
But ſhould any one yet imagine that 
veſted, 1s equal to the Fa er's, | 
be convinced of his Miftake by — | 
himſelf, Whether a Judge in an Suman 
Afize —_ ight to — 
Honour with the King, who grants him 
his Commiſſion ? And, is not he Re 


ting the Son to eecuts 


1 Judge on the Bench, | 
u 


ed on the Royal Commiſſion under 


which he acts f Au $2 


The only [nference then chat enn juſtly - 


be drawn from the Father's committing 


all Judgment to the San, is, that all Men 
ſhould honour him 4 well as the Father, 
4 a 1 4 


i 
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ie this) 'Diſcoutſe + may - ſeem; the rather 
mould my ſerious Readers endeavour to | | 
make themſclves Maſters: of it; and not 


1 eee of» "4d 
mand equal Reſpect with: "that From 
' whence" it is derived. T2 97 
lat ft E Men, that Ae 
Soripture-Revelation, and) judge for them 
elxes whether its Pretenſions to a Di- 


die Authority are juſt or no; and then 
let them e lain its Contents in x con- 


whether Anticnt « or ee nor rated 
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ſhould | boriour _ ar 
r Jobn v. 23. For 
4 delegated Authority can never com- It 


What remains, but to 1 my Rea- 


countable-for the uſe of their reaſonable 
Powers ? Let them firſt examine the 


Aiſteney with itſelf, and the anne _ 
een of its Author. 
Thus Faith will follow dir Under 
een g. which at firſt is the more na- 
tural Order, afterwards indeed the Under- 


5 hp rms may be opened and dilated by 
the humble and r EC of | 
N Truths; ;-- 5 07 - 5 


The more important the Subject of f 


ſuffer themſelves to be hurried away 
With the Authority of great Names, 


I 


9 


axe "the Senrerune- TRINITY. wy” 


by ten, Cuſtom or Intereſt”; to 
fatisfy themſelves n their n At- 


tainments. 17 75 

Let us all dili ently read our Bibles, _ 
that we may be better acquainted: with: 
God and ourſelves, that we may know || 
our Maſter's Will, in order to a Conſci- . 
entious Compliance with it. N 


And if to this we add fervent Projens 


to the God and Father of our Lord Jeſus 


Chriſt that for the ſake of his dear Son, 
he would grant us the Aſſiſtances of his 
Holy Spirit, we may hope not only to 
be ſecured from every deſtructive Error, 
but led into every Truth neceſſary to the 
faithful Diſcharge of our Duty, and the 
nd — of Eternal Lia. 
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preceding Work, that the ſeveral Definitions, Fro- 
poſitions, & c. are there ſupported by numerous 


Trtinitarian Writers. 


is taken of that common and popular Argument for 


Names, Characters, and Works to him in 
Scripture, as are there repreſented peculiar to Deity 
they may ſee the futility of this Argument expoſed, 
and the uſual Texts clearly explained,. in a Work, 
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Pags 19, 1. 17, Tead wnprojudiced. © 
' 105, I. 9. for xa&Fws read . Ns. 


Themas Scott, ] 


Quotations from the Fathers, and the beſt Modern 


the ſupream Deity of Chriſt, the Aſcription of the 


entitled, A Full Anſwer to the Catholic Doftrine of u 
Trinity proved, &c. by the Rev. I. NES. Printed 
for Johnſon, in St. Paul's Church-yard, 1 m. 
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